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iii. Abstract
This thesis attempts an investigation of the demographic 
consequences of the changing Russian society over the period 
beginning with the first signs of Homo Sapiens on Russian 
territory to the end of the Imperial period in 1914. The aim 
is to discern trends in the growth and structure of the 
population, as well as accounting for the specific changes 
in the context of economic, social, political and environmental 
factors.
The study covers the period up to the reign of Peter 
the Great in the second chapter, concentrating thereafter on 
the Imperial era, particularly the late nineteenth century.
The population of St Petersburg provides an interesting case 
study of a major city in Imperial Russia.
The major findings of the study are that Russia, more 
than any other country, seems to have been afflicted by a 
continuous cycle of harvest failure, famine, disease, epidemic, 
which together with constant internal struggles and wars, 
prevented population growth of a respectable level until the 
eighteenth century. The massive size of the country in the 
latter centuries of the study acted unfavourably on the 
development of the country, and therefore a hurdle to impove- 
ment in the quality of life. Russia appears to resemble the 
countries of today's developing world rather than the countries 
of Western Europe, with which it is commonly compared.
This thesis does not employ any complex demographic 
techniques, nor any of the fashionable models of the moment. 
However, it does hope to present a framework for future studies 
of Russian historical demography and to glimpse a picture of 
the patterns of growth and composition of population over time. 
It is emphasised that the thesis takes neither a Marxist nor 
Imperialist line.
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Glossary
artel a cooperative association of workers or craftsmen 
working together by agreement under the guidance of an 
elected head.
barshchina obligatory work performed by the peasant for the 
landowner. Compulsory labour of several days per 
week on the landlords section.
desiatina 2.7 acres and also larger plots of 3.6 and four acres.
duma a nationwide representative assembly.
dvor household, homestead, yard, taxable unit.
dvorianstvo nobility or gentry.
gorod town, city, urban centre.
gosudar sovereign.
gubernia a major administrative unit of Imperial Russia.
izgoi various displaced social elements.
kholop a male slave.
meshchanstvo
C  rvie.scKo.na)
mestechko
urban middle class.
settlement intermediate between town and village, 
inhabited by petty traders and craftsmen.
mir peasant commune regulating its own internal affairs 
under supervision of landlord or S t a t e . Preserved 
order in the village, collected tax and distributed 
arable land.
oblast territorial administrative division in Siberia.
obrok quitrent in money or kind paid by the peasants to 
their masters.
obshchina peasant commune which periodically redistributed 
arable land among households according to the number 
of male souls.
oprichnina Tsar Ivan IV established a special state institution 
to exterminate treason. Disbanded in 1572.
pomestie a fief, inhabited land granted on the condition of 
military service.
posad urban settlement around the fortress; inhabited by 
traders, craftsmen, hired workers.
prigorod suburb
raznochintsy people who had left the class or estate of their 
parents but had not formally entered another legal 
class. Professional intelligentsia in the 
nineteenth century.
revisia review or census of population during 1718-1858 of 
the taxpaying population.
sloboda settlement exempt from ordinary taxes and work 
obligations.
taiga dense coniferous forest
t'ma Mongol for a military unit of 10,000 soldiers or 
taxation district in Mongol administration.
tsar sovereign, ruler, Ivan IV was the first crowned tsar.
tsekh mandatory artisans' guild or trade corporation in 
West Russian cities.
uezd a subdivision of the gubernia.
zemstvo an organ for self-government in rural areas as 
established in 1864 in 34 gubernia of European Russia 
Involved in maintenance of local roads, property 
insurance, charities, food supplies in emergencies, 
public health and education, postal service, etc. ...
Source: Pushkarev, 1970.
Chapter 1
Introduction
'The past is not dead history; it is the 
living material out of which man makes 
himself and builds the future'.
Dubos, 1973: 173.
The aim of this study is as the title suggests - to trace the 
evolution of society within the developing Russian State from the 
first appearance of Homo Sapiens in Eastern Europe to the dusk of the 
Russian Empire, investigating the demographic consequences of that 
evolution. The study therefore touches on important factors of 
environment, social and economic structure, political organisation, 
technological innovation, territorial expansion, foreign influence, 
standard of living, and cultural change, which act in some form on the 
growth and composition of the population.
The choice of this topic stems from the realisation of the 
scarcity of information on the history of the Russian population in 
western sources. Although much valuable work has been carried out in 
the field of historical demography in Europe by, to name just a few: 
Glass, Eversley, Laslett, Wrigley, Hajnal, Russell, Cipolla and 
Habbakuk, very little material is available on the Russian people, 
who currently occupy one-sixth of the earth's land surface. It is 
only recently that western demographers such as Coale and Anderson, 
and geographers like Lewis, Leasure, and Rowland, have attempted 
research into Russian demography. Moreover, the state of historical 
demography in the Soviet Union itself offers enormous scope for 
research into the vast data sources, as few demographic studies have 
extended further back than the nineteenth century.
The absence of an overall historical study of the Russian 
population, the lack of information in English on Russian historical 
demography, the fact that the preindustrial historical demography of 
no other major European society has been so little studied, and the 
bevy of unanswered questions, prompted the selection of this topic.
The object is to bring together all sources available into a compact 
overview of the Russian population in the whole course of its history, 
in order to bridge part of the gap in knowledge of Russian historical 
demography existing in English-language sources. It is important to 
note that if this study appears to place greater emphasis on certain 
periods of history or particular aspects of demography, it may be the 
result of the available sources which are not uniformly distributed 
over time, place or subject.
The study is divided into six chapters, of which this intro­
duction is the first. Demographic variables of fertility, mortality and 
nuptiality are considered, along with internal migration, urbanisation
2and the structure of the population. The second chapter pursues the 
evolution and consolidation of the Russian population beginning with 
archaeological evidence for man's first appearance in Eastern Europe. 
The movement of Slavic people into the territory of present day 
European Russia and the gradual development of clans and tribes which 
were eventually united under the dominance of Kiev in 882, is 
shrouded in controversy emanating partly from the lack of data. In 
addition to archaeological evidence, ancient Byzantine, Greek, and 
Arabic scholars made occasional written references to particular 
Slavic peoples. Written language emerged at the time of the conversion 
of Russians to Christianity in 988 A.D., but some evidence exists that 
the Russians were acquainted with writing prior to that time. The 
alliance with Byzantium meant not only that Russia remained outside 
the influence of the Roman Catholic Church and Empire, it also 
contributed to the relative isolation from Europe and its Latin 
civilisation, an alienation persisting until the reign of Peter the 
Great. The early Russian chronicles provide detailed accounts of the 
major problems of Kievan Russia and specific facts of history are 
presented. The Primary Chronicle of the early twelfth century is of 
immense value, and a number of regional chronicles have also survived.
The constant harassment of the Kievan State by Asian nomads 
culminated in the Mongol invasion of 1237-40 which wrought wholesale 
havoc on the Russian population and marked the end of Kiev's 
supremacy. Russia finally became the dominant power on the plain 
only in the middle of the sixteenth century when the first Czar, Ivan 
the Terrible, conquered the Kazan Khanate and Moscow attained 
authority. Prior to that the number of Princes had multiplied to 
ultimately disastrous numbers, with constant bickering over the 
position of Grand Prince. The removal of the Kazan Khanate marked 
the start of territorial expansion and it was around this time that 
serfdom became entrenched in Russia. It is for the sixteenth and 
seventeenth centuries that various population records such as 
taxation accounts, parish registers, recruitment rolls and primitive 
censuses remain. The Mongols had in fact conducted several censuses 
in the mid-thirteenth century but these are lost without trace.
The beginning of Peter the Great's effective reign in 1694 
introduces Chapter 3, which covers the demographic consequences of 
feudalism in Imperial Russia prior to the emancipation of serfs in 
1861. During this period there were ten censuses, called 'revisions',
3taken of the male population and these have been tabulated by 
Kabuzan (1971). The eighteenth century and first half of the 
nineteenth century, witnessed enormous territorial gains, development 
of industry, numerous wars, exposure to the west, and then the 
retardation of social and economic progress. A variety of monarchs 
served to expand and perpetuate the privileges of the nobility and 
the proportion of serfs in the population increased. New Russia, 
Siberia, and Russian America came into view as migrant destination 
areas and sources of natural resources. The Crimean War in the 1850s 
highlighted the need for reforms which ultimately materialised in 
1861.
Chapter 4 is a demographic study of development in the post­
emancipation period to 1914 with the aim of analysing the significance 
of prevailing economic, political, and social conditions and their 
impact on the population. This brings into the picture an array of 
questions concerning the effects of attempts at agrarian reform, 
industrial growth, military and public education reforms, the 
standard of living in rural and urban areas, the legal barriers to 
rural-urban migration, the archaic class structure, and the persistence 
of the Russian peasantry's traditional outlook. In effect, the 
Russian population is considered as part of a country undergoing 
development, for it parallels to a certain extent, the situation in 
a number of developing countries today. The population of Siberia 
and Russian America is studied separately because of the many 
differences with European Russia, and the chapter also focuses on the 
population of urban centres which generally exhibited a significant 
growth both in population and number. The principal source of tables 
is Rashin (1956).
The demographic history of St Petersburg is a case study in 
Chapter 5, tracing the growth and composition of the population of 
St Petersburg from the time of its foundation in 1703 to 1914, when it 
was renamed Petrograd. It must be noted that St Petersburg was not a 
city which could be regarded as typical of Russia. On the contrary, 
it was a city planned on a grand scale, embodying all that was new in 
architecture and design. The city aspired to become a link with the 
rest of Europe and in fact succeeded in becoming the most 
westernised city, at least outwardly, in Russia and therefore unique 
among Russian cities. Although the city acquired the appearance of a 
Western European city, the continued existence of serfdom and the
4social organisation peculiar to Russia eventually led to a 
deteriorating quality of the urban environment and life in the city.
St Petersburg gained the reputation of being the least healthy 
capital in Europe and a very hazardous place in which to reside. The 
most significant demographic feature was the extremely high morbidity 
and mortality, on a scale unmatched by any Russian or European city in 
the nineteenth century. The other important characteristic was the 
transient nature of residence in the city for one of its major groups - 
the peasantry. In analysing the changes over 200 years, it is 
necessary to extend into the fields of economic and social history, 
politics, medicine and environment to account for the capital's 
peculiar composition and growth.
The final chapter presents the conclusions of this study and 
summarises the entire period B.C. to 1914. The start of the First 
World War forms the closing date.
Although the Soviet period did not commence until the Revolution 
of 1917, the events of the years immediately preceding it reveal a 
country in turmoil and a disintegrating government. The Soviet 
period is merely another phase in the history of Russia, an era likened 
to the Mongol Yoke or the Time of Troubles. The population of the 
Soviet period has been the subject of much discussion and study, 
therefore it is already well-covered. Moreover, sifting through 
Soviet literature on the Soviet period is not at all interesting, as 
all demographic events are reduced to Marxist explanations. In 
contrast to this era, the demography of Pre-revolutionary Russia 
poses a more interesting problem and a greater challenge.
Both Russian and Western scholars agree that the growth of 
Russia was influenced by the geography of the area: a vast plain
with few natural obstacles to expansion, allowing the Russians to 
advance all the way to the Pacific, and on to Alaska and California.
The two most striking features of the Russian Empire are its 
territorial immensity (about 8.5 million sq. miles) and the inhospitable 
environment, which is the outcome of its high latitudinal position 
ranging from nearly 36 degrees to almost 78 degrees north, 
excluding the Arctic Ocean Islands. The greater part of the country 
lies north of the 45th parallel, which results in winter snowfall over 
most of the territory. A diagramatic representation is the most 
concise way of describing the climatic regions over the territory.
5Figure 1.1 gives the approximate boundaries between climatic 
regions. The southern limit of the sub-arctic zone is the southern 
boundary of continuous permafrost and the area is noted for its 
extremely cold winters. The European forest climate is characterised 
by warm summers and long, cold winters with winter cyclonic activity.
The April thaw produces floods and muddy quagmires which made move­
ment extremely difficult. The Western Siberian Lowland is the 
transition zone between the forest climate of Europe, and the Central 
Siberian taiga'*' climate. The Mongolian-Siberian winter high pressure 
intensifies the cold and the summers are very short. The Far East 
is influenced by the southeast summer monsoon. The steppe has cold 
winters and hot, dry summers, with a spring maximum rainfall. Dryness 
increases to the east and south, and crops often fail if there is 
little snowfall in winter followed by a dry, windy spring. The desert 
area suffers hot, dry summers, a short spring, and cold winter. 
Transcaucasian lowlands have a warm, moist climate, while the plateau 
is cold in winter. The principal characteristics of the Russian 
climate are its continentality, uniformity and dryness.
The vegetation corresponds to the climatic zones. The arctic 
and sub-arctic regions are covered by tundra, while the taiga, a 
coniferous forest interspersed by bog, extends for 3,000 miles across 
Russia in a belt about 600 miles wide. Between the taiga and the 
grasslands lies the mixed forest found mainly in European Russia, 
gradually giving way to wooded steppe and steppe, which finally turns 
to the scant and poor vegetation of the desert. The Transcaucasian low­
lands exhibit a completely different luxuriant vegetation of rapid 
growth. The lower slopes of mountains contain steppe and wooded 
steppe vegetation, while the upper slope vegetation varies with 
location. Figure 1.2 shows the vegetation and soil diversity of 
Russia, with the terrain, and moisture and temperature distribution 
found in Appendix 1.1. While the temperatures generally decline 
towards the north, precipitation shows an opposite trend. The 
topography, presented in Figure 1.3, is characterised by the vast 
plain extending across European Russia and part of Siberia, with the 
Urals forming an insignificant barrier of about 3,000 feet in height 
on the whole. Agricultural development was made favourable by the
taiga - dense coniferous forest
Figure 1.1
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Relief
Relief. Land over i .500 feet shaded and main trends of mountain ranges shown. Mountains: 1 Anadyr, 2 Gydan 
(Kolyma), 3 Koryak, 4 Chcrskiy, 5 Verkhoyansk, 6 Dzhugdzhur, 7 Stanovoy, 8 D/.hagdy, 9 Yablonovyy, to 
Patnir, 11 Kara Tail, 12 Kopct Dag, 13 Tittle Caucasus, 14 Carpathians, 15 Putoran, 16 Hyrranga ''Taymyr). 
Plateaus: a. Yukagir, it Aldan, c Patom, n Vitim, k Armenian. Atlas Mira, Moscow, 1954.
Source: Mellor, 1964: 2.
9presence of this lowland, which has also aided transport and 
communication, and in turn, population distribution. The region to 
the east rises to peaks in excess of 10,000 feet, the Caucasus to the 
south rise to over 18,000 feet and the Pamirs of Central Asia to 
24,000 feet, thus effectively blocking the extent of settlement.
The well-developed system of rivers and waterways has been 
important in Russian history. In European Russia the rivers flow 
either north or south, the most important system being the Volga and 
its tributaries. The Siberian rivers have extremely low gradients and 
the spring high water causes immense floods. The rivers of the 
southern Far East have a summer high water due to the monsoon. Russia 
is a country crippled by its coastline either due to winter ice, lack 
of good harbours, imprisonment in land-locked seas, or distance from 
economically responsive territory (Hooson, 1976:7).
The geography of Russia has meant that the most favourable 
agricultural conditions were to be found in the Black-Earth (Chernozem 
in Figure 2.2) belt extending across European Russia and Western 
Siberia. Partly as a result of these favourable conditions for 
agricultural development, this area attracted population and 
eventually became the most densely settled part of the Empire. How­
ever, the boundaries of Russian territory varied so much over time 
that it is necessary to make extensive use of maps for purposes of 
defining Russia, whether it be a loosely unified group of 
principalities, Muscovite Russia or the Russian Empire.
This study sets out with two questions in mind: to find out how
the population changed and what reasons led to these changes.
Chapter 2
The Evolution and Consolidation of the 
Russian Population: B.C.-1694
11
This chapter attempts to traverse the expanse of Russian 
population history beginning at the dawn of ancient Slavic tribes and 
culminating at the end of the seventeenth century. The intervening 
period witnessed continuous changes in social structure, economic 
systems, political situations and cultural development. Any attempt 
to pursue the changes experienced by the population within a time 
span of many centuries raises many questions which can only be 
answered by speculation and estimation on the basis of sometimes very 
limited information. The effects of the paucity of data are 
multiplied by the controversy in which it is shrouded. The object of 
this chapter is to review the evidence, together with its multifarious 
interpretations and to select the most rational explanation of 
population growth and change.
The first step is to find out exactly who the Russian people are 
and whence they originally came. This simple question has been a 
matter of much debate and confusion, with numerous scholars 
presenting divergent points of view (Soloviev, Kluchevsky,
Vernadsky, Tikhomirov, just to name a few). Without becoming mired in 
a detailed discussion of the various hypotheses, it is sufficient to 
mention that the two major theories are the Norman and the Antinorman. 
The first supposes the Russian people to be the recipients of a 
considerable Norse (Varangian or viking) ethnic element, which gave 
the Russians their government and even culture; the theory also 
suggests that the Rus was a Scandanavian tribe or group. The whole 
theory however has convincingly been criticised by a number of 
scholars and can now be dismissed in the light of recent 
archaeological investigations and research into ancient manuscripts 
of Greek, Arabic, Roman, and Byzantine origin, such as the writings of 
Ibn-Khurdadhbih, Procopius, Pliny the Elder and Tacitus.
The second theory presumes the Russian population to be an 
amalgamation of a number of Eastern Slavic tribes known to be resident 
somewhere between the lower Danube and Dniepr Rivers. The origin of 
the name Rus has been derived by Vernadsky (1959:199) from the Alanic 
tribes of Ruxs or Roxolans, and is also associated by other sources 
with the river Ros, a tributary of the Dniepr. The Arab writer Ibn- 
Rusta and the Persian writer Gardizi, both of whom wrote around the 
beginning of the tenth century, mention the Rus, and Gardizi even 
gives an estimate of the Rus population of 100,000 men (Vernadsky, 
1959:98, 196). It seems reasonable to say that the Rus was an Eastern
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Slavic tribe resident in the proximity of the river Ros and whose 
name became synonomous with all Eastern Slavic tribes for reasons of 
power, economic domination, closest contact with the Byzantine Empire 
and the Caliphate (which were the civilisations of that era), 
superiority in numbers, and other reasons. While this view is akin 
to that currently held by Soviet scholars, the opinion of many 
Western historians is that the Rus and Varangians were both 
Scandanavian in origin, but were completely slavicised in a short 
period and absorbed into the Slavic population.
In order to present a total panorama of the Russian population 
it is essential to start from the earliest available evidence. Homo 
Sapiens seemingly first appeared in Eastern Europe during the Upper 
Palaeolithic Age (40,000 years ago), presumably arriving via the 
Balkans from Western Asia (Sulimirski, 1970:13). Figure 2.1 shows the 
limits of glaciation and the direction of migrations of hunters. As 
the climate became warmer, the large tribal units began to break up 
and migrate northwards in the wake of retreating animals adapted to a 
cooler climate. It was during the Mesolithic Age (approximately 8,000 
to 5,000 B.C.) that the racial and cultural provinces of Eastern 
Europe were established and carried through to the Neolithic 
(Sulimirski, 1970:393). The Neolithic revolution - the change from 
an economy based on hunting, fishing and gathering, to that based on 
food production, agriculture and animal husbandry occurred in Eastern 
Europe around 4,000 B.C., having spread across the Balkans from 
Western Asia (Sulimirski, 1970:55). The Neolithic Age ended about
2.000 B.C., when the first Indo-European people appeared. Appendix
2.1 shows the advance of the earliest agriculturalists in Eastern 
Europe. The eastward drive of Central European cultures brought about 
considerable changes, the most important cultures being the 'Battle- 
axe' assemblage and the 'Globular Amphora' culture, the spread of 
which is evident in Appendix 2.2. However, in the thirteenth century 
B.C. there began an invasion of peoples of eastern origin (Appendix 
2.3) which continued right up to the Middle Ages. The local 
population was not annihilated, but either retreated or mingled with 
the newcomers.
The southern steppe of Eurasia, in particular, served as a high­
way for a whole procession of eastern peoples for centuries. Figure
2.2 gives an idea of the extent of movement across the steppe from 
1,000 B.C. to 650 A.D. These migrations and raids repeatedly
13
Figure 2.1
The Main Upper Palaeolithic Sites in Eastern Europe
(I) S o n d e rn  reach <>i the Valdai ( Jlaeiation; ( 11; South-Eastern reach oi 
the l'ennoscandian Glacier.
Large points denote concentrations of sites; arrows denote migrations of 
U pper Palaeolithic hunters in the areas freed of the ice-cover; the dotted 
area round the Caspian Sea denotes the territory submerged at the late 
Quaternary period, when the level ol the Caspian Sea was 82 feet higher 
than at present (25111).
Source : Sulimirski, 1970: 15.
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Figure 2.2
Early Migrations Across Eastern Russia 
1000 B.C. - 650 A.D.
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interrupted the development of stable communities and growth of 
population. The Scythians swept across the steppe to replace the 
Cimmerians, and were themselves ousted by the Sarmatians. The 
Sarmatians were followed by the Huns, then Avars, as well as the 
Khazars, Polovtsi and Pechenegs who were constantly raiding from the 
neighbouring steppes. Added to these were the Huns from the North­
west and Bulgars from the Volga Valley.
The Eastern Slavs may have constituted a large proportion of 
the population of west Russia before the Christian era. This is 
suggested by archaeological and other indirect evidence (Stokes, 1976: 
51). The Eastern Slavs were known as the Venedi in the first century 
A.D., and then, having moved south into the vacuum left by the Huns 
in the fifth century, they became known to the East Roman Empire as 
Sclaveni and Antae in the sixth century, as well as being mentioned 
by Pomponius Mela in 44 A.D. and Pliny (Vernadsky, 1959:63). The name 
'Slavs' appeared at that time in Greek and Latin works. As a result 
of the waning power of the Huns and Avars, and perhaps due to 
population pressure on the arable land, the Slav people began to move 
in an eastward and nothern direction around the time of the sixth 
century. The Eastern Slavs were organised in clans which became 
amalgamated to form tribes, such as the Poliane, Severiane, Radimichi 
and others. These tribes spread as far north as Lake Ladoga and the 
upper reaches of the Volga, and to the Don River in the east.
It is possible that the matriarchal form of clan organisation 
was prevalent among the early tribes, but by the sixth century it 
was of a patriarchal type, and polygamy was common. The clan system 
was gradually broken down by the emergence of households composed of 
several generations, the principal causes being the disruption due to 
migration, and political limitations of clans in the long term.
Soviet research on the basis of archaeological material has found 
it difficult to establish the size of families or social units of 
Eastern Slavs in the period between the sixth and ninth centuries 
(Froianov, 1974:32). Grekov describes dwellings of the seventh to 
eighth century as being 50 to 100 sq. metres in area, which is enough 
to accommodate a group of about 20 people (1953:105). The population 
was familiar with agriculture, and as regards their material culture, 
was in the Iron Age. Horse and cattle breeding was an important 
branch of economic life in the steppes, while hunting and apiculture 
were prominent in the northern forests.
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The movement of the East Slavic tribes was in a general direction 
from south to north, as a result of the pressure from the Magyars and 
other nomadic peoples. The migration of the tribes in the northern 
part of this drive, on the other hand, was not motivated by the need 
to retreat, but was a forward expansion from west to east. Such 
movement was already in progress at the beginning of the seventh 
century, the areas of outmigration being Novgorod and Smolensk and the 
destination area was between the upper Volga and Oka Rivers (Vernadsky, 
1946:325). The northern tribes are supposed to have reached Lake 
Ilmen not later than the sixth century and Novgorod may have been 
founded shortly thereafter. The earliest layers in Ladoga are dated 
to the seventh century and indicate that the settlement was a type 
of commune, with each building housing a 'greater family' (Vernadsky, 
1959:106). Agricultural progress in the seventh and eighth centuries 
resulted in the replacement of such commune organisation based on 
family ties and consisting of 100 people, by single households or 
hearths (Rybakov, 1964:17). Whereas burial mounds dating up to the 
eighth century contain the remains of members of the one blood line or 
clan, later mounds are of an individual or pair type indicating 
individual households. The Ladoga excavations pertaining to the period 
of the eighth to tenth centuries revealed dwellings measuring 15-30 
sq. metres which could house a small family of five to six people 
(Grekov, 1953:106). The predominance of the household in this period 
is disputed by Froianov (1974:43) who states that the greater family 
was more common. It is more likely that the size of the unit of 
social organisation varied over the whole area occupied by the Eastern 
Slavic tribes, as these tribes had their own peculiarities and lived 
in different environments.
The ninth century is most frequently assumed to be the beginning 
of an organised Russian State^ with Varangian princes in positions of 
authority. Prior to that, the various tribes lived in a state of 
altercation and were not unified. The Primary Chronicle mentions 862 
as the year in which the disorganised tribes invited the Varangians 
to come and assume authority, an invitation which is doubtful, for no 
population in their right mind would invite foreign powers to assume 
control and dominate. This is an extremely controversial topic in
Commonly known as Kievan Russia.
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Russian history. At all events, the direction of the flow of 
acquisitions, of the religious, linguistic, agricultural, material, 
cultural, and political nature, has been from the east and south.
It is therefore highly unlikely that the direction would reverse for 
something as important as political power, of which the Byzantine 
Empire and the Caliphate were the best examples of the time.
Kievan Russia is taken as beginning in 882, when Oleg spread his 
rule from the territory of the Poliane to the areas of several 
neighbouring tribes. Kiev, itself existed before 882 as an important 
trading place and central town of the Poliane tribe. Figure 2.3 
presents a picture of the distribution of Eastern Slavic tribes in 
relation to neighbouring peoples in the ninth century. It is difficult 
to make an estimate of the population of Kievan Russia, since there 
are no statistics, yet it is a challenging problem. The prominence 
of Kiev had diminished by the twelfth century, when the population 
of Kievan Russia was conservatively estimated at seven to eight 
million (Vernadsky, 1948:104). Compared with later periods of Russian 
history, the proportion of the population in towns was relatively high. 
The Chronicle lists 23 towns in the ninth and tenth centuries, but 
there must have been more than that because the tractate by Byzantine 
Emperor Constantine Porphyrogenitus records other towns not listed in 
the Chronicle (Tikhomirov, 1959:11-12). Almost half of the towns 
originated in the ninth century or before, most of them bearing 
Eastern Slavic names.
The major towns originated as tribal centres surrounded by a 
wooden wall and gradually evolved into a citadel of a prince, around 
which clustered the growing posad or suburbs. By the eleventh 
century 64 new towns are known to have existed, which with those 
mentioned earlier brings the total to 89. The number of towns 
multiplies to 224 in the twelfth century, and although some may have 
been villages in reality, Tikhomirov believes that the figure has 
been minimised rather than exaggerated (1959:34-39). The combined 
population of the three major towns - Kiev, Novgorod and Smolensk - 
was probably greater than 400,000, thereby connoting that the total 
urban population of Kievan Russia was around one million or 13 per 
cent of the total population (Vernadsky, 1948:105). On the eve of 
the Mongolian invasion there were almost 300 towns in Russia.
The urban population grew mainly through rural to urban 
migration, augmented by the influx of fugitive indentured people.
Figure 2.3 18
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People were attracted by the privileges usually extended by the 
princes to settlers in order to enhance the importance of their town 
through increase in number of residents. Reasons for the origin of 
towns are in some dispute. The first theory attributes the towns 
directly to foreign trade as the major towns were located along the 
Dniepr-Volkhov waterway, the main trade route 'from the Varangians to 
the Greeks', and the Upper Volga (Kluchevsky, 1937:123). Grekov, on 
the other hand, suggests the origin of towns to be the outcome of 
agricultural development in the surrounding area. This situation 
was probably true for the southern regions with their richer soils and 
more favourable conditions for agriculture, but towns such as Novgorod 
in the north were importers of grain. Presumably the northern towns 
were the result of trade rather than agricultural development.
As a result of the number and significance of towns in Kievan 
Russia, the middle class had a considerable relative weight, more so 
than in later periods or in other European countries at that time.
'The upper class in Kievan society consisted of the prince and his 
retainers, while the bulk of the population, the smerdy, remained 
rural. The majority of peasants were free peasants, although several 
kinds of bondsmen existed. The bottom rung of the social scale was
Ioccupied by slaves. People connected with the church formed another 
group and the various displaced social elements were classified as 
the izgoi (Riasanovsky, 1969:54). Soviet scholars associate Kievan 
Russia with the development of feudalism, which was prevalent in 
Western and Central Europe in that era, and the Marxist approach is 
that feudalism is the exploitation of the peasant masses by the lord 
of the manor. Yet this is hard to justify on the ground that the 
Kievan economy was one of commercial capitalism and the fact that no 
universal serfdom was established.
One very important event occurred in 986, namely the adoption 
of Christianity as the official religion, which placed marriage and the 
family under the influence of the church. In spite of this, the 
church experienced great difficulty against obstacles such as polygamy 
and concubinage"^ (Kluchevsky, 1960:180). In accordance with the 
conventions of the southern tribes, the minimum age for marriage under 
Byzantine law in the eighth century was 15 for males and 13 for
"^ "Vladimir I (the Saint) had eight hundred concubines according to the 
Primary Chronicle (Parker, 1968:46).
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females. In the ninth century the ages were even lower, 14 for males 
and 12 for females (Vernadsky, 1948:312). The validity of Byzantine 
law was recognised by Slavic jurists, and divorce was also allowed.
The eventual replacement of the pagan union of the clan by the 
Christian union of the family, was merely the completion of a move­
ment initiated in earlier times. The primary object of the adoption 
of Christianity was that a common religion would act as a unifying 
force for the separate tribes. One of the most unfortunate outcomes 
of Christianity was the decline in the position of women. Females in 
Kievan Russia possessed value and status, but the church associated 
them with sin and distorted the society's view of their position.
Women were gradually reduced to the status of possessions and upper 
class women were placed in seclusion (Atkinson, 1977:17).
The growth of population must have been very slow in Kievan 
Russia, for famines, epidemics, fires and wars were frequent. Novgorod 
suffered from famine in 1127, 1137, 1161, 1188, 1215 and 1230, and 
eleven disastrous fires were recorded in the 174 years 1054-1228 
(Vernadsky, 1948:316). The constant raids by nomads in the south, 
together with the ravages of the Hungarians, the Poles, the 
Lithuanians and the Germans in the west, served to keep the population 
in continual alert. Although the nomads rarely attacked fortified 
towns, they carried away thousands of villagers into captivity. The 
inability of the Kievan State to halt these continuing incursions 
eventually weakened the State. No less devastating were the wars 
between the princes themselves, who fought eighty wars between 1058 
and 1228, averaging one war almost every second year (Vernadsky, 1948: 
316). It is assumed by Parker (1968:61) that the ability of the 
princes to indulge in such wars indicates that the population was 
increasing faster than the land and that the birth rate was quite 
high. The outcome of these adverse conditions was the movement away 
from Kiev toward the northeast forest area along the Oka and Volga 
rivers (Lantzeff and Pierce, 1973:30). Along with this exodus of the 
population from Kievan Russia went the decline of Kiev's economic 
prosperity - 'the process of her impoverishment keeping pace with 
her loss of population' (Kluchevsky, 1960:193).
The immediate successor as the 'capital' was Vladimir, in the 
principality of Rostov-Suzdal. Figure 2.4 shows the location of the 
various principalities and the extent of Kievan Russia. Thus, at the 
conclusion of the Kievan era, the population stood at perhaps seven to
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eight million. If this can be assumed as a reasonable estimate it is
interesting to risk a population projection back to 900 - the
beginning of Kievan Russia. There are, of course, no population
growth rates available for the time and the nearest estimates are
those for 1719-1857, which can at least act as a guide in the absence
of anything better. A chronological table of business cycles in
Kievan Russia on the basis of 27 groups of economic indices such as the
building of new towns, accumulation of individual capital, and
agricultural developments, demonstrates the coordination of periods of
prosperity with political changes (Savitsky in Vernadsky, 1948:128).
Although this table can give tentative results only, it gives some
indication of the economic instability. When the effects of famines,
epidemics, fires, internal disorder and wars, are taken into account,
the rate of population growth must have been quite low. Nevertheless,
the population was better fed and housed, as well as healthier,
than peasants of the Imperial period. The rate of population growth
in the markedly less calamitous era of 1719-1857 averaged 0.81 per
cent per annum, often being as low as 0.6 per cent per annum
(Kabuzan, 1971:10). In the event of the rate of growth being between
0.2 and 0.5 per cent per annum, some hint of the population of Kievan
Russia in 900 can be suggested. On application of the formula
P = P (1 + r)^, where P = 7.5 million, r = 0.2-0.5 per cent p.a., t o  t
and t = 300 years from 1200, the population in 900, P , may be 
speculated to be within the range one to four million. This is 
represented in Figure 2.5, and it is useful for purposes of 
comparison to consider other estimates. The population of Kievan 
Russia has been variously estimated for the time around 1000 A.D.:
1.5 million by Belyaev, 4.5 million by Urlanis, 7.5-7.9 million by 
Yakovlev, and six million by Russell (Smith, 1966:517; Russell, 1972: 
36). From Figure 2.5, the population at about 1000 A.D. is between 
3 and 5.5 million.
As the loose unification of Kievan Russia disintegrated there 
emerged two regions. This cleavage into two political bodies did not 
occur at once. On the contrary it was a drawn out process, the 
product of which was the parting of the people. The territories in 
the southwest gradually became absorbed in the grand duchy of 
Lithuania, thereby entering into a western and Roman Catholic sphere 
of influence with all its attendant divisive forces. The western­
most group evolved into a linguistically and ethnically differentiated
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White Russian category, the southern people formed the Ukrainian 
group, and both were effectively out of the formation of the Russian 
State which was carried out by the Great Russians of the northeast 
region.
The transfer of power from Kiev to Vladimir in 1169 merely 
succeeded the movement of people. The ensuing period witnessed 
contention between the area around Vladimir, and Novgorod in the 
north. Novgorod emerged as an important trading centre of more than 
30,000 inhabitants (Riasanovsky, 1969:92). The resources of the 
lands to the northeast hinterland, which was Novgorod's fur empire, 
were the major cause of conflict. The Vladimir area controlled the 
Volga trade and also the grain supply of Novgorod which it often 
disrupted. Dissent among states increased in line with the 
multiplication of princes and their principalities - a period known 
as appanage (see Figure 2.6), and not at all favourable to population 
growth. Such was the situation in Russia on the eve of the Mongol 
invasion, which was yet another onslaught by steppe people.
The Mongol army materialised in 1223 and defeated the Russians 
in the battle of the river Kalka. They then disappeared for a few 
years, only to launch a full scale attack in 1237 with an army of 
120-140,000 (Kargalov, 1966:25). The northern principalities of 
Russia could gather an army of 50,000 only and the various princes 
remained absorbed in their petty quarrels. The major towns (Novgorod, 
Chernigov, Galich, Kiev, Polotsk and Smolensk), each of which had a 
population of 20-30,000, could only field 3-5,000 soldiers, while 
towns such as Rostov, Riazan and Suzdal were smaller (Kargalov, 1966: 
28). Therefore, it is not surprising that the Mongols occupied 
fourteen towns within three months, for each town defended itself 
singly against the large, well armed Mongol cavalry. Complete 
extermination of the population in such towns as Riazan, Kiev, and 
Torzhok was common throughout most of the country (Riasanovsky, 1969: 
79). After destroying the northeast region, the Mongols moved south 
along a wide front with the attack being directed at the defenceless 
villages. Thousands of Russian prisoners streamed south with the 
Mongols, while behind them remained a devastated land (Kargalov, 1966: 
65). Following the invasion of the Black Sea steppe, they occupied 
Kiev in 1240 and pushed west. It is safe to state that the years 
1237-41 were not conducive to population increase and in fact must 
have witnessed massive depopulation of Russia, not only from direct
25
Figure 2.6
Appanage Russia from 1240
Source : Riasanovsky, 1969: 70.
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slaughter but due to destruction of crops and livestock which led to 
famine, and from enslavement (estimated at 10 per cent of the 
population by Vernadsky, 1953:338) .
The territory north of the upper Volga did not experience the 
devastation of its lands which were thickly forested and inaccessible 
to cavalry of such magnitude. Novgorod was spared by melting snow 
and mud, but had to face increasing threats from the north and west. 
The Swedes were defeated in 1240 and the Livonian Knights in 1242 
(Dmytryshyn, 1967:301). However, while continuing the payment of 
tribute to the Mongol Khan, Novgorod was able to maintain its 
democratic traditions and to establish trade with the west as a member 
of the Hanseatic League.
The main objective of the Mongols in Russia was to collect taxes 
and obtain recruits for the army.In order to assess the capacity to 
pay, they carried out a census of the population. The first census 
was taken in Kiev, Podolia, Pereiaslav and Chernigov principalities 
in 1245-6 followed by a census of Galicia and Volynia in 1260 
(Vernadsky, 1953:215). The population of Vladimir principality and 
Novgorod were counted in 1258-59, and of Vladimir and Smolensk in 
1274-75. Each administrative unit constituted a military-financial 
district divided into myriads, thousands, hundreds and units of ten, 
which equalled the supply of soldiers from that district. The 
Mongols demanded ten per cent of the male Russian population (five 
per cent of the total) which means that a myriad unit was a district 
of about 200,000 persons. Figure 2.7 shows the taxation districts 
known as t'ma (myriad) in 1360. This gives a total of 27 t'my (plural 
of t'ma) for East Russia and 16 for the West. Allocating 200,000 
persons per t'ma results in a total 8,600,000 as of 1275, to which 
must be added the population of Novgorod, Pskov, Tula, the Russian 
areas of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, church estates, larger cities, 
and Russians in Sarai and Moldavia. This establishes a tentative 
total of ten million (Vernadsky, 1953:219). After the 1270s the 
Mongol did not carry out any general censuses. The figure of ten 
million appears quite high for the 1270s, especially when compared to 
Russell's estimate of eight million for 1340 although he excluded 
the Russian areas of Poland-Lithuania (1972:36). The more reasonable 
estimate is probably closer to nine million at the end of the 
thirteenth century, including the above mentioned areas, as it is 
unlikely that the population would have grown to ten million in 1270
27
Figure 2.7
Taxation Districts (t’my) in Russia under the Mongols
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from between seven and eight million in 1200, and considering the 
depopulation from the Mongols.
Towns such as Moscow and Novgorod profited from their locations 
and the movement of population from the devastated areas of the south 
and east (Lantzeff and Pierce, 1973:33). The repeated attacks on the 
Vladimir area (fifteen occasions during 1273-97) probably initiated 
movement away from these areas towards Moscow and Tver in the west, 
and to Beloozero and Ustiug in the north (Langer, 1976:15; Kargalov, 
1966:117). This is not surprising when it is noted that there were 
severe famines following attacks, for instance, in 1282, 1286, 1289 
and 1308, as well as epidemics and deaths from cold and exposure of 
the many homeless. The population of towns declined, accompanied by 
the mass removal of craftsmen and artisans to the Golden Horde 
(Kargalov, 1966:112). Russian slaves became an important export of 
the Golden Horde, particularly to the Near and Far East. The urban 
population declined by 1400 to about five per cent of the total 
(Parker, 1968:75).
Despite the calamities which befell Russia, the princes continued 
their squabbles and vied for the charter of grand prince. In the 
struggle for succession to the weakening leadership of Vladimir 
Principality, Moscow emerged as the centre of forces anxious to 
preserve some unity of the country. In 1380 Grand Prince Dimitri 
defeated Khan Mamai on the Don River, but the Mongols returned to 
plunder Moscow in 1382. Approximately 24,000 were buried in Moscow 
after the raid (Vernadsky, 1953:267), while 25,000 were taken away in 
captivity (Parker, 1968:75). However, Moscow began to assume 
importance with each acquisition of territory and became the grand 
princedom or duchy. In 1392 it absorbed Suzdal and Nizhni-Novgorod, 
and carried on war with Lithuania, Riazan, Novgorod and Tver. Aside 
from the constant internal discord, Russia was visited by the plague 
in the 1350s. The plague reached Russia by way of Poland and not as 
would be expected from Crimea or the steppe, because it followed the 
flow of trade (Marks, 1976:75). Russell states that the first three 
years of the plague in Europe saw a mortality of 25 per cent overall, 
although this was offset by births to yield a net loss of about 20 
per cent (1972:55). The total population was down by 40 per cent by 
1380 and remained so for two generations. Both Moscow and Novgorod 
suffered in 1352 and the experience was probably similar to that of 
Europe. The plague depleted the towns and princes were forced to 
resort to peasant labour for urban constructions (Langer, 1976:26).
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The concentration of power in Moscow is evidenced by its 
expanding territory shown in Figure 2.8 and the regaining of Russian 
lands in Lithuania. The Golden Horde proceeded to disintegrate during 
1430-1466 and the independent Novgorod collapsed under Moscow's power 
in 1478 (Dmytryshyn, 1967:302). After persistent Mongol attacks 
annually from 1449 to 1460, the Moscow forces undertook a campaign 
against Kazan in 1465 and defeated the Khanate of Kazan in 1480, thus 
terminating the 'Mongol Yoke'. Between 1228 and 1462 it has been 
calculated that Russia suffered 133 foreign invasions, including 48 
Mongol attacks, and 90 interprincely feuds - a total of 223 warlike 
disturbances (Florinsky, 1953:79). So many conflicts, albeit 
distributed unevenly over time and space, served to retard population 
growth and redistribute the population. The year 1462 is usually 
viewed as the close of an era dominated by the patriarchal structure 
of the princely family and is marked as the new stage in the 
evolution of the political, social and economic structure of the 
Russian State.
The time that Russia spent under the 'Mongol Yoke' resulted in 
many changes, the most significant being the process of feudal 
expansion, although different to the Western European model. The 
highest rung of the social scale was still occupied by the prince who 
was called Gosudar Vseia Rusi (Sovereign of all Russia) from 1462.
Next came the boyars with the dual role of free servitors of the 
prince and as landowners trying to subject the peasant population of 
their estates into legal and economic dependence. Hereditary land- 
holdings prevailed in the appanage period, but the pomestie^ became 
common with the rise of Moscow (Riasanovsky, 1969:129). Tenancy on 
landowners' estates developed as the peasants, who formed the bulk of 
the population became more dependent on landlords in a time of 
political upheavals and constant warfare. The landlords were anxious 
to keep their tenant farmers, so they began to curtail the right of 
the tenants to give up their tenancies. The first legal restrictions 
merely limited the opportunities for exercising the right to leave and 
in 1497 Ivan III ruled that tenants could only leave a landlord around 
St George's Day in November (Florinsky, 1953:107). Apart from the
^An estate granted by a prince to a servitor during the term of his 
personal service.
Figure 2.8
The Expansion of Muscovite Russia 1300-1533
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legal bondage, the peasants were frequently in debt to the landlord, 
and so the free peasant working his own land was gradually being 
replaced by the bonded peasant.
However, the fact that estates were inherited in the appanage
period made feudalism different to that in the West, for landlords
an//retained the right to serve/prmcethey pleased (Riasanovsky, 1969:128). 
Marxist historians consider feudalism to have existed in full force 
since the Kievan period itself, but serfdom was firmly established 
only after the appanage period. Slaves continued to exist in their 
minor role, the middle class experienced a decline, and the Church 
profited by accumulating over 25 per cent of cultivated land by the 
end of the appanage period. The Church was the one element which 
actually benefited from the appanage period, acquiring importance as 
a national institution supposedly untainted by politics (Andreyev, 
1976:81). It lost its previous, chiefly urban character to become a 
church unifying the masses, a force that was used to the advantage of 
future rulers of Russia. The agricultural sector, although disrupted 
by Mongol attacks, was less affected than towns. Agriculture grew 
steadily and resulted in becoming the most important sector of the 
economy. The proportion of the urban population to the total 
population decreased considerably, while the population in rural areas 
rose from about 85 per cent before the Mongol invasion to probably 
more than 95 per cent (Vernadsky, 1968:7). Archaeological 
excavations in the central part of Smolensk Principality indicated 
52 settlements in the post-Mongol years out of 90 in the pre-Mongol 
era, with the number of households reduced by one half (Kargalov, 
1966:120). It appears that many parts of Europe also experienced 
conditions unfavourable to population growth during the fourteenth 
and early fifteenth centuries. According to Genicot the population 
declined initially as a result of a fall in the birth rate, followed 
by an increase in mortality from epidemics (1966:676). However,
Genicot speculates that a revival may have reached the Russian State 
in the late fifteenth century. This is very plausible in the light 
of the disintegration of the Golden Horde and the simultaneous 
emergence of Moscow, whose territorial expansion shown in Figure 2.8 
is surely indicative of a revival.
In spite of the 1480 defeat of the Kazan Khanate the danger was 
not removed and raids continued. The Crimean and Nogay Tatars replaced 
the Golden Horde as the new threat to the Russian State. In 1487 the
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Crimean Tatars destroyed Kiev, then attacked Moscow in 1522, the Oka 
area in 1527, Riazan in 1533 and 1535. It is estimated that the 
Crimean and Nogay Tatars captured between 150-200,000 Russians in the 
first half of the seventeenth century (Kargalov, 1974:171). The 
presence of the Tatars was not only leading to population loss in the 
south-east, but was financially debilitating. For example, in 1600- 
1650 the Moscow Treasury paid one million rubles to the Crimean Khan, 
a sum which could have paid for building four new towns every year 
(Kargalov, 1974:171). The Crimean Tatars kept up their attacks: on
Moscow in 1571-72 and 1591, Riazan in 1632-34, as well as raids in 
1606-08, 1611-12, 1613-14 by the Nogays, and 1647. It was only 303 
years after the 1480 liberation from the Mongol Yoke that the Crimean 
Tatars were finally subdued by Catherine the Great in 1783. The Kazan 
Khanate was effectively destroyed by Ivan IV (the Terrible) in 1552 
and Astrakhan was taken in 1556. The number of Russian captives 
held in Kazan is usually estimated at 60,000 by early writers and in 
excess of 100,000 by recent authors such as Buschuk (1971:76) - a 
significant loss for the Moscow economy of the time, while Pelenski 
estimates a maximum of only 30,000 (1974:239-240). The Russian 
captives had the choice of converting to Islam and being accepted 
by Tatar society or becoming slaves. Therefore, it is likely that there 
were about 60,000 Russians in Kazan, of whom 30,000 were Russian 
Christians and slaves. The conquest of Kazan marked the transformation 
of the Muscovite Russian State from consolidation of the nation to 
multinational expansion.
While the Russian State was under Mongol oppression a new threat 
evolved in the west in the form of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania which 
absorbed much Russian territory - Kiev, Galicia, Volynia, Podolia and 
other regions. The size of Lithuania is enough to emphasize it as 
the rival of Moscow, albeit unsuccessful, for the unification of the 
country (see Figure 2.8). Eventually Lithuania fell under Polish 
cultural and political influence which culminated in the merger of the 
two states at the Union of Lublin in 1569 (Riasanovsky, 1966:151).
This meant that the Russian population of the southern areas found 
themselves under foreign rule - Polish and Catholic. An estimate of 
the population of the Grand Duchy on the basis of late sixteenth 
century censuses, the Mongol t'my, and the Lithuanian cavalry army 
register of 1528, yields a total population of about four million, of 
whom three million were in the Russian provinces (Vernadsky, 1968:
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175-177) . Thus began an era of oppression by the Polish gentry and
Catholic Church until eventually the local cossack forces opted for
1Moscow authority and the Ukraine was partitioned. The Russian State 
was at war with Poland in 1507-22, then again in 1632-34 and 1654-67, 
in addition to constant plotting on the part of Poland throughout the 
intervening period.
As the Russian State began its recovery from the effects of the 
Mongol Yoke, the plague, and the civil wars of Vasili II (1425-62), 
demand for agricultural products prompted the expansion of agriculture 
(Langer, 1976:30). With greater reliability of supplies the 
population experienced growth which continued until the mid-sixteenth 
century. The terror of the reign of Ivan the Terrible (1533-84) and 
the Time of Troubles (1598-1613) led to the disruption of population 
growth. The number of urban households declined from about 37,000 in 
the sixteenth century to 20,000 in the early 1620s (Miller, 1976:50). 
Towns like Novgorod, Kolomna, and Mozhaisk may have lost as much as 
80-90 per cent of their population (Langer, 1976:30). It was not until 
the 1620s and 1630s that towns began to recover. An overall 
enumeration of the population was made in 1581-92 in order to ascertain 
the number of escapees from bondage, to increase taxes, and to bind 
the peasants to the lands they were on. Peasants belonged to the 
land they were occupying at the time of the enumeration and no longer 
had the right to move on St George's Day (Buschuk, 1971:202). As the 
Moscow government restricted every opportunity for the peasant to 
improve his position, the peasant fled from the oppressors either to 
the east where the frontier was expanding, or to the southern steppes 
lying north of the Black Sea. The movement of population to the east 
and south was a reversal of the movement to the north away from the 
Mongol raids of the thirteenth to fourteenth centuries (Tikhomirov, 
1966:44). Figure 2.9 shows the direction of movement in the sixteenth 
century and the acquisition of territory in the southeast. The flight 
of the population in that direction hit hard the landlords in the 
western and central provinces (Florinsky, 1953:216). The effect of 
fiscal and administrative policies on towns produced similar effects 
with the town population gradually migrating away.
Russia was involved in the Livonian War for a quarter of a 
century, 1558-83, and underwent much sacrifice for nothing. The
I*v +Ua (ate- ce.rVt'iut-vj
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result of this, together with the after effects of the oprichnina, 
pushed Russia into a socioeconomic crisis. On the death of Tsar Ivan 
(he became the first Tsar in 1547) his successor Fedor I ushered in 
the Time of Troubles and with him the Muscovite ruling family died 
out. Boris Godunov was elected Tsar, but his efforts could not stem 
the flow of events.
The drought of 1601 resulted in famine. In 1602 the harvest 
failed again, and so did the 1603 harvest. Several writers of the time 
have recorded that approximately 120,000 people were buried in Moscow 
in 2.5 years. Grain prices soared by 80-120 times in 1603 (Koretsky, 
1975:128-129). The government tried to feed the population of Moscow 
at its own expense, yet more than 500,000 of them died of hunger in 
1601-04 (Dmytryshyn, 1967:225). The populations of whole villages 
died of hunger. Added to this was the appearance of the plague in 
the Smolensk district in 1604, but a chain of posts was established 
to prevent movement between Smolensk and the rest of the country 
which seems to have isolated its spread. A writer of the time has 
stated that one-third of the population of Muscovite Russia died of 
hunger (Koretsky, 1975:133).
It is far beyond the scope of this chapter to elaborate on the 
causes and effects of the Time of Troubles, a period which has 
attracted considerable attention from historians. Yet, it is a very 
important stage in Russian history. Various pretenders to the throne 
abounded and one even made it to throne - Dimitri the False, in 1605.
By 1610 the Poles had captured Moscow and a large area of the western 
part of the country, while the Swedes declared war on Russia. More­
over, large bands of thieves and bandits roamed the country. The 
Polish army captured Smolensk in 1611, the population of which had 
fallen from 80,000 to 8,000 during the siege (Riasanovsky, 1969:187). 
Finally, in 1612, the northeastern towns around Nizhni-Novgorod 
gathered a national army and ousted the Poles from Moscow. At this 
point a new Tsar was elected - Michael Romanov.
The Time of Troubles was a painful episode, particularly for the 
long-run losers, who were the serfs, slaves, fugitives, and cossacks.
^A corps of bodyguards and political police created by Ivan IV in 1565. 
They spread severe and senseless terror not only to allegedly 
treacherous princes and boyars, but to masses of common people (killing 
thousands in Novgorod in 1570) and clerics. They were disbanded after 
1572 (Pushkarev, 1970:76).
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Autocracy survived, with the Church and gentry being the winners. 
Serfdom became fully ensconced during the reigns of Alexis (1645-76) 
and Fedor (1676-82). In 1649 a Code of Law established a hierarchy 
of society and provided the legal framework for Russian life until 
the early nineteenth century. The peasants completely lost their 
right of movement as serfdom was codified. The chief role of the 
Code was to assure the army of its quota of recruits and the treasury 
of an uninterrupted flow of revenue (Florinksy, 1953:277). Serfdom 
predominated in southern, southeastern, and western Russia, but did 
not exist in the north where gentry influence did not spread.
Bondage in the south, southeast and west increased rapidly as lands 
with peasants were granted by the tsar to his gentry servitors. Such 
action prompted numerous peasant revolts and flight to the frontier 
lands.
It is difficult to ascertain population growth throughout the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. However, taxation and census
records have survived from this period and they serve as an insight
into the general trend of population growth. A study of census
1records from Dmitrov in the Suzdal Region shows that the number of 
households prior to the Time of Troubles was 400, and only 250 
remained in 1624 (Tikhomirov, 1973:263-282). Table 2.1 reveals that 
the number of households did not increase until the beginning of the 
eighteenth century, nor did the total population increase at a 
significant pace. The number of males per household grew from 2.65 
to 3.20 (or four to five to six persons) and the households headed by 
widows remained at around 20 per cent. The high proportion of widow 
households in 1624 is indicative of the heavy male losses in the Time 
of Troubles and of higher male mortality in later years. Two years 
of famine were followed by the plague in 1645-55, which killed large 
numbers. In Moscow, mortality was estimated at nearly 80 per cent 
of the taxpaying population, while total losses for the country may 
have reached 10 per cent (Miller, 1976:43).
Another study of the population of Lvov in Galicia during 1574- 
1780 established a crude birth rate of 46 per 1,000, claiming the 
rate is similar to that of Kiev and Moscow (Kis, 1966:365). Marriage 
registration statistics reveal that the marriage age for males was 
principally around 26-30 years (40 per cent of marriages) and females 
tended to marry aged 21-25 (42 per cent). From Table 2.2 it is 
evident that the population oscillated in the vicinity of 30,000.
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TABLE 2.2 ; POPULATION OF LVOV IN GALICIA FROM 
THE REGISTER OF VITAL STATISTICS
1574-1780
Year Population
1574-1591 12,344
1592-1620 28,789
1641-1650 33,275
1661-1670 24,100
1721-1730 30,021
1751-1760 32,832
1771-1780 37,284
Source: Kis, 1966:365.
During the last half of the seventeenth century the population of 
larger towns increased steadily, if the population of posady^ is any 
indication. The male segment of the major posady almost doubled over 
1652-1722 according to Table 2.3. It was the posad population in towns 
to the northwest, west and south of Moscow, as well as in the Middle 
Volga and Archangel areas which experienced growth. Towns to the 
east and northeast of Moscow showed no increase, or even a decrease in 
some cases (Vodarsky, 1966:280).
In 1678 a census was conducted on the basis of households which 
yielded 888,000 taxable rural and urban households. Only 20 per cent 
of these were free independent peasants, less than 10 per cent 
belonged to the Court, 67 per cent belonged to the nobility and 
boyars, and 13 per cent belonged to the Church (Kluchevsky, 1970:267). 
This census was one further step towards the legal integration of 
bondsmen and estate peasants into one class of serfs. One estimate of 
the 1678 population is 12.8 million, within which the urban population 
amounted to 658,000 or 5.2 per cent (Vernadsky, 1969:746). However, 
estimates go as high as 15.5 million in 1600 and 17.5 million in 1700 
(Mols, 1974:38). According to the first revision of 1719 which gave 
17.8 million, the 1678 figure may be calculated at roughly 15-16 
million.
posady = plural of posad = middle and lower class urban population 
with fiscal obligations and labour duties to the State.
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The sixteenth and seventeenth centuries witnessed the rapid 
expansion of Russian territory. In 1574 Ivan IV authorised the 
Stroganov family of merchants to invade Siberia and granted them a 
charter to exploit the conquered land free of tax for twenty years. 
Therefore, they organised an expedition which captured the capital, 
Isker, of the Siberian Khanate and opened up the way to a rich source 
of furs (Lantzeff and Pierce, 1973:89). Traders and hunters advanced 
in small bands in search of furs and by 1625 there were fourteen towns 
and forts in Siberia (Vernadsky, 1969:301). Lake Baikal was reached 
by 1631, Yakutsk founded in 1632, the Bering Sea coast was discovered 
in 1648 and the Amur River was explored in 1644-50. Finally,
Kamchatka was annexed in 1696-97. Thus, by the end of the seventeenth 
century, the Russians had succeeded in establishing control over 
Siberia as presented in Figure 2.10.
Siberia was populated by various peoples. The Tungus, numbering 
about 30,000, occupied the area between the Enisei River and the Sea 
of Okhotsk. The middle Lena basin was inhabited by the Yakuts, of 
whom there were about 25,000. The Buriats lived around Lake Baikal 
and totalled no less than 26,000. In the northeast there were 
approximately 25,000 Palaeo-Asiatic tribes of reindeer breeders and 
fishermen. Most of the peoples were hunters, fishermen, cattle- 
breeders, and the Buriats even practiced agriculture (Vernadsky, 1969: 
299). Appendix 2.4 gives the distribution of peoples in seventeenth 
century Siberia. Although the Siberian peoples outnumbered the 
Russians, they were disorganised and lacked firearms. The Russians 
were able to subdue them and demand tribute.
In 1625 the Russian population of Siberia was made up of about
1.000 Cossacks, 3,000 servicemen and 1,000 indigenous auxiliaries, 
while ten years later the respective figures were 2,000, 5,000 and
2.000 (Vernadsky, 1969:302). Grain shortage was the biggest problem 
and grain had to be imported from Russia. These early years were 
difficult for the pioneers as land needed to be cleared, famine was 
frequent, and the population needed to aclimatise to the harsh 
environment. According to the 1678 census, there were 10,289 urban 
households and peasant households on crown, monastery and church lands, 
as well as households in categories not counted. The total number of 
households must have been approximately 14,000 with a population of 
about 84,000 on the basis of six persons per household (Vernadsky, 
1969:673). Shunkov estimates the number of Russian households in
41
Figure 2.10
The Expansion of Russia in the Seventeenth Century
Source : Riasanovsky, 1969: 214.
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Siberia at 25,000 at the end of the seventeenth century, of which 
11,000 were peasant families.
It was therefore, an Empire which ushered in the eighteenth 
century, a Russia spreading across both Europe and Asia, and engulfing 
the eastern regions which had been the source of hostilities for 
thousands of years.
Chapter 3
The Demographic Consequences of Feudalism: 
The Russian Empire, 1694-1860
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The Russian Empire
This chapter encompasses the period beginning with the reign of 
Peter the Great to the eve of the emancipation, which roughly, is the 
whole of the eighteenth century together with the first half of the 
nineteenth century. This space of time is characterised by continuous 
wars with a multitude of countries, by the cycle of harvest failure, 
famine and epidemic, by impressive gains in territory, the first 
steps towards industrial development, and by a procession of a 
diverse set of rulers who were, on the whole, preservers of the 
privileges of the nobility.
The reign of Peter the Great marked the dawn of the era known as 
Imperial Russia, for Peter proclaimed himself Emperor. The era has 
also been named by Florinsky as the St Petersburg Period due to the 
transfer of the capital from Moscow to St Petersburg which thereafter 
dominated State matters. The numerous accounts of this era have 
divided it on the basis of the ruling time span of the monarchs. While 
it is advantageous to avoid such political periodisation in a 
demographic study, the impact of the monarchs (or the clique they 
represented) on the political, economic and social system appears to 
be considerable and cannot be dismissed. Throughout the period under 
study the Empire passed through the hands of thirteen monarchs of the 
House of Romanov. These were: Peter I or the Great (1682-1725);
Ivan V co-Tsar (1682-96) ; Catherine I (1725-27) ; Peter II (1727-30) ; 
Anna (1730-40); Ivan VI (1740-41); Elizabeth (1741-61); Peter III 
(1761-62) ; Catherine II or the Great (1762-96) ; Paul (1796-1801) ; 
Alexander I (1801-25) ; Nicholas I (1825-55) ; and Alexander II (1855- 
81) .
It is appropriate to commence the discussion with an account of 
the times of Peter I (or Great), who assumed actual direction of the 
State in 1694. Much has been written about his reign and it is 
difficult to deny that the energy of this monarch was the
motivational force behind the many changes experienced by Russia in 
his time. In spite of the arguments over the nature of his work, the 
consequences of his reforms are obvious: the transformation of a weak,
impoverished and almost unknown nation into a potentially formidable 
power which finally began to share in the general life of Europe.
Peter inherited from medieval Russia, sovereign power of a 
peculiar kind and an even stranger organisation of society. He then
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proceeded to extend complete authority even further and to divide 
the society into neatly defined classes, each burdened with 
complicated and weighty duties. From the West he borrowed the 
technical knowledge required to organise the army, the navy, the 
economy, and the government, but many of the effects of his reforms 
were not felt until after his death. Although the war with Sweden 
had caused Peter to introduce reforms, it had an adverse effect on 
their development and success because they were carried out in an 
atmosphere of confusion and haste. Moreover, the reforms evolved in 
the midst of bitter internal struggles such as four uprisings and 
several conspiracies. In the words of the great Russian historian 
Kluchevsky, Peter hoped to 'arouse the energies and initiative of a 
society subdued by serfdom with the menace of his power, and strove, 
with the help of the noblemen, the oppressors of serfs, to introduce 
into Russia the European sciences and education which were essential 
to social progress'. However, 'the conjuction of despotism and 
liberty, of civilisation and serfdom, was a paradox which was not 
resolved in the two centuries after Peter' (1958:271).
The duration of Peter's reign was occupied almost wholly by war, 
with Sweden, Turkey and Persia. Only a single year passed entirely 
without war, thus placing enormous strain on the inadequate Muscovite 
financial system and on the population who supplied the recruits and 
taxes to pay for these continuous altercations. Between 1705 and 
1709 recruits were taken on the basis of one per twenty taxable 
households, which meant that at least 30,000 men were recruited at a 
time, totalling 150,000 for the five years (Kluchevsky, 1958:81). 
Kluchevsky calculated that 300,000 men were called up during the first 
ten years of the Northern War with Sweden, out of a population of 
fourteen million, while Miliukov computed 200,000 over 1700-1709 
(Florinsky, 1953:356). Mortality was extremely high, more as a 
result of hunger, cold and disease, than in battle, and for each lost 
soldier the community was expected to supply a replacement.
Eventually, by the time of Peter's death in 1725, the regular army 
exceeded 200,000, plus 100,000 Cossacks and a large force of native 
troops (Florinsky, 1953:357).
One of the more relevant acts, from a demographic viewpoint, 
which Peter executed was the first revision or a kind of census of 
the taxable male population. Previously, direct taxation was based
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on the podvornaia perepis, or household listing, the last being 
carried out in 1678 and yielded between 787,000 and 833,000 house­
holds (Kluchevsky, 1960:129). However, the subsequent lapse of 
thirty years had rendered the register obsolete, therefore Peter 
ordered a new census taken, on the premise that during the past thirty 
years a considerable increase in the taxpaying population must have 
materialised. Yet, in 1714 the Senate brought to light the efforts 
of its own census-taking operation which showed a shrinkage in the 
taxpaying population by 25 per cent. Later household censuses in 
1716-17 revealed further declines in the taxable population. Kazan 
Gubernia alone lost 33,000 households in 1710-16, or nearly one third 
of the 1710 taxable units. Kluchevsky implies that Peter himself was 
responsible for the depopulation through his conscription law, mass 
population transfers to construction sites, imposition of new fiscal 
levies, and police measures (1960:129).
In spite of the loss in taxpaying units, the average number of 
males per household had increased from three to four in 1710 to 5.5 
in 1717 in some rural localities (Kluchevsky, 1960:137). This may be 
indicative of the trend to cluster several households together within 
one yard, thus becoming officially classified by definition as one 
household. The Statistical Department duly conceived and carried out 
a plan for conserving the Treasury's interests, a plan which 
involved the compilation of a new census list on the basis of the 
revisional soul which included all males from babies to the very old. 
The documents of the Senate disclose a taxable male population of 
5,570,000 souls in 1724 (Kluchevsky, 1960:139). The male population 
according to the first revision of 1719 was 7,788,927 as shown in 
Table 3.1. The effect of the head or poll tax was felt most of all by 
the estate peasants who could least afford to pay. The average four 
male soul peasant household thus had to pay four times the amount of 
the previous household tax.
The desperate need for money manifested itself in the form of 
squeezing the already overburdened masses by taxing almost every­
thing, including beards and bath houses. New social categories marked 
the beginning of the passport system, for after the revision the serfs 
were allowed to leave the estate only with their master's written
dvor means yard, so the literal meaning is yard listing.
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permission (Riasanovsky, 1969:260). Major administrative reforms 
divided the country into 50 gubernia as the main administrative units, 
which were further subdivided into uezds. These were the more lasting 
influences of the Petrine reforms. Acquisitions of territory under 
Peter the Great are shown in Figure 3.1 and are primarily around the 
Baltic and the western shores of the Caspian Sea.
The years from the death of Peter the Great in 1725 to the 
accession of Catherine the Great in 1762 offer an assortment of 
autocrats: three women, a boy of twelve, an infant and a mental
weakling (Riasanovsky, 1969:268). Unfortunately, in this episode the 
ruling parties mispsent their time in continual palace intrigues or 
amusements, thereby relinquishing the country to processes of 
instability and there was virtually no progressive legislation. 
Nevertheless, basic social processes went on in a continuous and 
consistent manner. Of vital importance was the growth of the power 
and position of the gentry together with a further deterioration in 
the position of the serfs. The sale and purchase of young men as army 
recruits was legalised in 1747, serf marriages required written 
permission from the master, the serf was deprived of his right to 
purchase land in 1737, and the Code of 1649 which prohibited serfs 
from bringing complaints against their master was still in force 
(Florinsky, 1953:484-5). Peter's law that only one son inherit his 
father's estate was also repealed and large state lands were given 
away to gentry supporters. Finally, compulsory gentry service was 
abolished in 1762, thereby undermining the basic structure of Russian 
society, in which everyone served.
The second revision was carried out in 1744 and produced a male 
population of 9,103,387 (see Table 3.1) or an increase of 16.88 per 
cent over 1719. This was again a time of war - with Persia in 1722-23, 
with Turkey in 1735-43 and with Sweden in 1741-43, which was reflected 
in the growth rate of only 0.66 per cent per annum. The massive 
recruiting needed to carry on these wars weighed heavily on the 
population who paid for the recruits until the next revision. As a 
result of these wars the numbers of recruits taken in the period 1719- 
44 totalled 513,000 (Kabuzan, 1971:6). The mass of these recruits 
from the moment of their entry into the army were out of the social 
system and their potential to reproduce was virtually nullified by the 
life of service.
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In the course of this period there were two major famines, in 
1722 and 1733-34, as well as ten harvest failures of a regional 
nature in a time when most regions produced just enough for their own 
consumption. Major epidemics were absent although two gubernia 
suffered from the plague in 1718-19 and 1738. The famines affected 
the peasantry to a greater extent than the plagues which tended to be 
concentrated in particular localities such as urban areas and among 
the armed forces (Kahan, 1979:260). Another factor which served to 
lower the growth rate was the significant number of serfs who escaped 
to the border areas, for example, the Don River, the lower Volga and 
the southern Urals, and neighbouring countries where conditions of 
living were more liberal. It was stated in the Senate that between 
1719 and 1727, 198,876 people had escaped to Poland, the Moscow 
Gubernia alone losing 68,867 (3.4 per cent of its population) despite 
its location in the centre of European Russia. When added to the 
132,355 (6.5 per cent) who were recruited, over ten per cent of the 
population of Moscow Gubernia was lost through escape and recruitment 
(Kabuzan, 1971:7). Attempts were made to stop mass flight from 
settled areas by strengthening the feudal system. Social 
classifications changed so that the number and proportion of non-State 
peasants rose from 3,529,000 (48.39 per cent) to 4,349,000 (50.56 per 
cent) (Kabuzan, 1971:7). Low growth rates and declines in population 
growth are associated by Soviet demographers with the tightening up 
of the feudal system, which are indirectly related.
By the time of the third revision in 1762 the growth of 
population was higher, mainly due to the favourable situation. Russia 
conducted only one war during this time, the Seven Year War of 1756- 
62, which was in Prussia and only 340,000 were recruited (Kabuzan, 
1971:11). Only five regions experienced harvest failure, and there 
were no famines and epidemics. The number and proportion of non- 
State peasants continued increasing to 5,612,000 (57.07 per cent), as 
did the total urban population grow from no more than 900,000 (under 
four per cent) at the turn of the century to 1.9 million (eight per 
cent) in 1762 (Rozman, 1976b:78). This transitional period saw the 
onset of the differentiation of urban centres by administrative 
function paralleled by a spontaneous emergence of prosperous trading 
centres.
Between 1762 and the fourth revision of 1782, the urban population 
rose to 2.4 million (8.5 per cent) as this was a relatively favourable
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period for population multiplication (Rozman, 1976b:78). Catherine 
II (the Great) was brought to power in 1762 by a palace revolution.
One of her aims was the reform and decentralisation of administration, 
which, together with some formalisation of urban planning, such as 
building codes to reduce the danger of fire and zoning laws to 
eliminate conditions that were dirty or unhealthy, may have improved 
the previously precarious urban existence (Jones, 1973:340). Fire, 
for instance, was an ever-present danger. The Moscow fire of 1712 had 
killed approximately 2,700 people and left one fourth of the town in 
ruins (Jones, 1973:322). Plague was another frequent visitor, 
particularly in the major urban centres. Kahan states that the 'impact 
of plagues was such as to retard a potentially higher rate of 
urbanization than it might have been possible to achieve in their 
absence' (1979:261).
Rozman (1976a) has made a study of the urban network in 1750-1800, 
by differentiating a hierarchy of settlements called central places 
according to population, or commercial and administrative functions. 
Seven levels of central places were selected along with two 
definitions for them. Table 3.2 presents a breakdown of the urban 
population in 1782 by levels of central places for six geographical 
regions. In the North-Northwest Region, the primacy of St 
Petersburg is obvious in the level 1 position with 63 per cent of the 
urban population and no level two or level three cities. The 
dominance of Moscow is also evident in the Central-Industrial Region. 
The presence of level three cities in the Lower and Middle Volga 
contrasts with their absence in the Central-Black Earth Region, but 
these cities in fact, were not much bigger than level four cities, 
and the Central-Black Earth Region contained seven cities at level 
four compared with only one in the Lower and Middle Volga Region, 
which was still weakly integrated into a national market. The Urals, 
and Siberia Region was too sparsely settled to support a level three 
city, and the Ukraine/South and Baltic/Belorussia group exhibited a 
concentration of population in level five cities. The similarity 
between the North-Northwest, and Urals and Siberia Regions in the 
ratio of level four to level five to level six and level seven 
represents the sparsely settled, agriculturally poor gubernia in the 
north and east of the Russian Empire. The Appendix (3.2 and 3.3) 
establishes the location of the regions described. The most urbanised 
region was the North-Northwest and the least urbanised was the Urals
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and Siberia Region. There are, however, many historical studies 
which credit eighteenth century Russia with an urban population of 
only three to four per cent (Kizevetter, 1968; Miliukov, 1968), but 
these included only the male population who were counted in the podat 
or taxpaying strata (Rozman, 1976b:73).
The urban population was divided into a number of social 
categories, as is evident in Table 3.3. Ekaterinburg was a typical 
urban centre of level five in the Urals, its principal functions 
being administrative and industry oriented. The proportion of the 
urban population in each category varied between regions, but on 
average about 35 per cent were merchants and meschane, 7.5 per cent 
were clergy, dvoriane and officials, 32 per cent registered in the 
various peasant categories despite their established urban residence, 
and the remaining quarter of the urban population belonged to such 
miscellaneous categories as retired soldiers and raznochintsy 
(Rozman, 1976a:105). Family status derived first of all from the 
official classification of the working-age males who were heads of 
households. In Ekaterinburg, the peasants, and factory workers and 
domestic staff who were also peasants, constituted over 60 per cent of 
the population, while the merchants and employed persons represented 
22 per cent.
TABLE 3.3 : POPULATION OF EKATERINBURG BY SOCIAL STRUCTURE : 1781
Social
Category Males Females
Children
<15 Total %
Factory workers 754 980 1,943 3,677 46.1
Peasants 180 227 434 841 10.6
Domestic staff 179 184 29 392 4.9
Employed persons 140 174 297 611 7.7
Merchants/tsekh 257 303 569 1,129 14.2
Clergy 24 22 22 58 0.7
Dvorians+vo 16 22 19 57 0.7
Military 227 282 392 901 11.3
Others 55 95 153 30 3 3.8
Total 1,822 2,289 3,858 7,969 100.0
Source: Klokman, 1967:292.
During the span of 20 years there were no country-wide harvest 
failures and regional harvest failures hit relatively small areas. 
Subsequently, the country did not succumb to famine, and the only
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epidemic was an outbreak of the plague in a few places - the Ukraine, 
Belgorod Gubernia, Novgorod Gubernia and Moscow Gubernia in 1771 
(Kabuzan, 1971:12). According to the hospital and quarantine records, 
and parish registers in Moscow there were 56,673 deaths from the 
plague within the period April-December 1771, the highest concentration 
being almost 39,000 deaths in September and October (Kahan, 1979:262). 
Only one war occurred in this time, with Turkey in 1768-74 and the 
number of recruits taken was 438,289 for the six years. The 
proportion of non-State peasants even declined to 48.77 per cent, 
therefore, it is not surprising, given the relatively favourable 
conditions, that the average annual rate of growth mounted to 1.03 
per cent.
On the other hand, the following revision in 1795 demonstrated 
an average rate of growth of only 0.61 per cent per annum. According 
to Kabuzan, the growth rate declined because of the increased feudal 
oppression and the distribution of imperial and state peasants to 
members of the nobility, an act which exposed yet greater numbers of 
peasants to the harsh conditions suffered by the estate and church 
peasants. Catherine the Great personally extended serfdom on a grand 
scale by her frequent and large grants of state lands and peasants, 
of the order of well over a million persons (Riasanovsky, 1969:291).
Since the period 1782-95 was devoid of famines and total harvest 
failure, it seems probable to expect a rate of growth comparable to the 
preceding 1762-82 rate. However, this was also a time of war with 
Turkey in 1787-91 and with Sweden in 1788-90, with recruitment totalling 
642,750 in the 13 year period (Kabuzan, 1971:13). Catherine's foreign 
policy had led to vast territorial expansion, the acquisition of the 
littoral of the Black Sea and to new outlets on the Baltic, but 
military laurels were costly. All these wars retarded the economic 
development to a certain extent through the increased burden of 
taxation, debased currency and large foreign debt. Furthermore, her 
administrative reforms contributed to the decay of the central govern­
ment, and the 1785 Charter of the Nobility altered the character of 
the social structure. The emancipation of the nobility should have 
been followed by the abolition of serfdom, yet this c!io( not 
occur. Hence, the successive waves of popular uprisings which
culminated in the Peasant War of 1773-74.
Independent of Catherine's territorial acquisitions the 
population of Russia within the boundaries of the first revision
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increased by more than 30 per cent. Official statistics show that 
the average population density, which was less than nine persons per 
square mile at the time of Peter I, had risen to about 24 in European 
Russia (Kizevetter, 1968:150). In Moscow Gubernia it approached 150 
and these figures are supported by the testimony of observers such 
as Prince Scherbatov who noted that the population of certain regions 
was so great that the inadequacy of land had become apparent. The 
peasants then were obliged to seek means of subsistence in other 
occupations outside agriculture. This was made possible by the 
institution of obrok or annual tribute which bonded peasants paid to 
their master. Thus some industrial expansion could take place with 
the availability of labour released from agriculture to work in 
factories for the purpose of earning their obrok. The distribution 
of industry and agriculture in the eighteenth century are shown in 
Figure 3.2, and the density of population in Figure 3.3, which 
reveals the emergence by 1795 of a belt of denser settlement following 
the wooded-steppe vegetation zone north-eastward into the heart of 
the Moscow area in the mixed forest zone.
The territory of the Russian Empire stopped increasing at such a 
fast pace at around the time between the fifth and sixth revision 
(1795-1811). With the death of Catherine, the throne was occupied by 
Paul I until his assassination in 1801. Paul continued Catherine's 
support and promotion of serfdom by spreading it to New Russia in 
1797. Yet, at the same time he tried to regulate and limit the 
obligations of serfs to their masters which represented a turning 
point in the attitude of the Russian State toward serfdom. The 
nobility became restless with each revoked privilege and their feeling 
of discontent led to his removal (Florinsky, 1953:624). Thereupon, 
Russia entered the nineteenth century with a new monarch Alexander I.
The period 1795-1811 revealed a growth in the rate of increase to 
0.91 per cent per annum, for there were no famines or epidemics, and 
only the western and southern regions experienced harvest failures. 
However, there was war with Persia and Turkey over Russia's annexation 
of Georgia, as well as with Sweden, with the result that Finland became 
an autonomous grand duchy of Russia (Riasanovsky, 1969:342). In 
Kurland (Courland in Figure 3.4) , which joined the Empire in 1795, 
the first full revision was carried out in 1797. The population was 
estimated at about 407,000 of whom 94 per cent resided in rural 
districts with relatively large households. For example, the mean
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size of peasant households was between 14 and 16 persons who were the 
family members and relatives of the household head, the family and 
relatives of landless farm workers and retired people, and parentless 
children (Plakans, 1978:85).
In 1812 Napoleon invaded Russia. Such an enormous disruption 
immediately following the sixth revision prompted the government to 
conduct the seventh revision soon thereafter in 1815. The large 
losses as a result of the war necessitated abolition of payment for the 
dead. The rate of growth was low at 0.42 per cent per annum due to the 
dislocation of movement away from the advance of Napoleon's army and a 
marked reduction in fertility with similar increase in mortality in the 
affected regions. Napoleon's army spread typhus across the country when 
they retreated, and the pursuing Russians lost about 62,000 men to 
disease, mostly to typhus (Marks, 1976:264). The soldiers spread the 
disease to civilians and the disease became rampant through the area 
west of Moscow. The war resulted in a large recruitment program and the 
battle losses were high. For example, although the battle of Borodino, 
outside Moscow, lasted a single day, the Russians suffered 58,000 
casualties out of 112,000 combatants (Riasanovsky, 1969:346). The 
effects of the war were felt by the population as evinced by the famine 
and the dwindled standard of health which led to an outbreak of the 
plague in New Russia in 1813. When a revision of church records was 
taken in 1813, it was found that an increase of only 2,449 (577,939 
births and 575,490 deaths) had occurred in that year among the Orthodox 
population (Kabuzan, 1971:8).
The first four revisions did not include females, but the fifth 
and sixth revisions did so, although there was an underenumeration of 
females. The sex ratio at birth was also unusually high in the first 
part of the nineteenth century, for males were more important as taxable 
souls and the registration of female births was incomplete. The sex 
ratio at birth declined on record from 112.2 males per 100 females in 
1800-09, to 110.1 in 1810-19, 109.0 in 1820-29, 105.9 in 1830-39 and 
to 104.8 in 1840-49 (Rashin, 1956:18).
The urban population around the time of the 1811-15 revisions was 
steadily increasing. Almost half (46.3 per cent) of the 1811 urban 
population lived in the urban centres with a population of 2,000- 
10,000, while the capitals and five major cities contained 28.5 per 
cent of the urban population. Table 3.4 shows that less than 10 per 
cent of the urban population was found in the 269 centres of less than
TA
BL
E 
3.
4 
: 
UR
BA
N 
CE
NT
RE
S 
BY
 P
OP
UL
AT
IO
N 
CA
TE
GO
RY
 :
 1
81
1
60
in 
CD 
I— i
fd
6
CD
Cm
i d
O f t CM o 1—1 f t I D f t CO
i—l • • • • • • • •
o f t f t rH f t CTi
p 1—1 f t o f t O O i—1
CD CM i—1 1—1 r—1 i—1 rH i—1
a
W
CD
i—1
rd
£
o
I D f t f t CM rH o f t •
• • • • • • • o
o f t f t rH f t f t CM o
dP CM I—1 CM CM l—l
ao
•<H
4->
fd
i—1
P 00 i—1 i—1 f t f t CM f t 1—1
f t P • • • • • • • •
0 a )0 f t CM f t CM f t f t 00 CP*
f t r-Q Q O ft I D CM ft O I D ft
I p i D CM I D ft CM o
p ' CM
ft CO CO O ft O
Cfl • • • • • • • •
CD o O f t CM o o
P r—1 f t CM CM o
-P 1—1
a
CD
u
p O
cd p f t
P (D CMp n CM f t o i—1 f t i—1 00 o •
P f t f t f t CM f t a,
3 CM i—1 i—1 I D
p *.
r o
o
i—i
kD
f t
f t cn
p i—i
0
f t *■
CD o o O O p
-P o o O O O o •H
cd o o O O O o P
u «. O o «. m
o o o V 1—1 cd
a f t f t 1—1 f t CM cd
0 £•H w 1 1 1 1 1 rd
■p 1—1 p ••
(d rd o o o o o V CD
i—1 -P o o o o o i—1 Ü
P •H o o o o o m <d P
f t f t *. •* v ». in -P P
0 (d o o f t CM l—l (D 0 0
f t u f t l—l P EH CO
61
2,000 population. A glance at the sex ratio in various categories 
reveals the more balanced proportions of males and females in the 
medium size centres and the high percentage of males in large centres. 
The capitals, Moscow and St Petersburg had double the number of males 
than females, which suggests that male migrants gravitated towards 
the larger urban areas and females or families to the medium and 
smaller urban centres. The 14 urban centres with a population of 
more than 20,000 are shown in Table 3.5, from which can be noted that 
the population of St Petersburg and Moscow combined was larger than 
that of the other 12 centres together.
TABLE 3.5 : POPULATION OF THE LARGEST URBAN CENTRES : 1811
Urban Centre Population
St Petersburg 335,600
Moscow 270,200
Vilno 56,300
Kazan 53,900
Tula 52,100
Astrakhan 37,800
Riga 32,000
Saratov 26,700
Orel 24,600
Yaroslavl 23,800
Kursk 23,500
Kiev 23,300
Kaluga 23,100
Voronezh 22,100
Total 1,005,000
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.104.
The second half of Alexander I's reign, after 1812, saw 
virtually no progressive legislation and serfdom remained undiminished 
and unchallenged in Russia proper. The next Emperor Nicholas I who 
ascended the throne in 1825 was determined to defend the existing 
order, especially autocracy and although the State was almost 
constantly concerned with the issue of serfdom, they were afraid to 
abolish it.
Circumstances continued to depress population growth from 1815 to 
the eighth revision in 1833. For instance, there was a famine over 
the whole country in 1820-21 as well as frequent harvest failures in
62
1817-18, 1822-24 and 1827 (Kabuzan, 1971:8). In 1829-31 a large 
number of gubernia were affected by a cholera epidemic, but despite 
everything, the average rate of growth was higher than in the following 
period. Russia fought a war with Persia in 1826-28, gaining part of 
Armenia, and followed with a war against Turkey which acquired more 
territory in the Caucasus and the mouth of the Danube. Figure 3.5 
shows Russia and acquisitions in the reigns of Nicholas I and 
Alexander I.
Although the Russian forces won a series of victories, they were 
ravaged by disease, which laid low almost three quarters of their 
number in 1829, and almost half the army died in that year. Over 20 
per cent (22,023) died of disease in 1828, while battle losses were 
slight (Curtiss, 1965:248). When the deaths from disease are added 
for the three years of the Balkan campaign 1828-30, it brings a total 
of 118,747, most of them from fever, dysentry and typhus. The Russian 
forces suffered a similar fate in the Polish campaign. It is a 
significant fact that the mortality from disease was 34 times the 
battle loss in the Turkish War (Curtiss, 1965:73).
Mortality among the Orthodox population has been estimated on the 
basis of the Report of the Chief Prosecutor's Synod for 1801-1860.
This shows an increase in mortality from 27.0 per 1,000 in 1801-30 
to 37.4 in 1831-60. It seems unlikely that an increase of such 
magnitude could have occurred. More probable is the explanation that 
the increase was due to improvements in recording deaths. Table 3.6 
shows the mortality and fertility among the Orthodox population, but 
this does not take account of deaths in the armed forces, suicides 
or deaths in remote areas. The church refused to bury suicide victims 
or members of other faiths, and it can be conjectured that during 
epidemics, the cumulation of corpses prevented an accurate recording 
of deaths. An example of the extent of undercounting deaths is the 
increase of population shown by church records and compared with 
police records and the revision. According to church records the 
Orthodox population increased by 41,080,000 over 1796-1870, to 
60,136,860 persons (from police records), thus leaving a 1796 
Orthodox population of only about 19 million. However, the revision 
of 1796 yielded an Orthodox population of approximately 27 million, or 
eight million more than the 19 million according to church records 
(Rashin, 1956:39). Rashin calculated on the basis of material 
presented in the Collected Defense Statistics that there was an under-
Figure 3.4
63
Source: Riasanovsky,1969:282.
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count of 12-13 per cent over the period 1811-63, being particularly 
salient in 1801-30 (1956:40). A sobering account of infant mortality 
is presented by Ryndziunsky (1958:398) to show that in urban centres 
of Yaroslav Gubernia in 1828-42, the infant and child mortality rate 
in orphanages was 955 per 1,000. He also states that the normal infant 
mortality rate for Russia was 250 per 1,000 and for orphanages 500 per 
1,000.
TABLE 3.6 : NATURAL INCREASE OF THE ORTHODOX POPULATION : 1801-1860
Years Births per 1,000
Deaths 
per 1,000
Natural
Increase
%
1801-1810 43.7 27.1 1.66
1811-1820 40.0 26.5 1.35
1821-1830 42.7 27.5 1.52
1831-1840 45.6 33.6 1.20
1841-1850 49.7 39.4 1.03
1851-1860 52.4 39.4 1.30
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.38.
The ninth revision was taken in 1850. The intervening period was 
marked by recurring and widespread harvest failures in 1833-46 and 
1848-49 (Kabuzan, 1971:8). Following on the heels of the harvest 
failures were famines, which were most severe in 1839 and 1843.
Cholera was prevalent in all regions between 1847 and 1849, the deaths 
from cholera amounting to 668,012 in 1848 alone. Cholera was 
definitely the most widespread and destructive epidemic disease to 
attack Russia in the nineteenth century. A total of over 5.5 million 
cases and 2.1 million deaths were reported in 58 of the years during 
1823-1926, figures which are grossly under-reporting the true level 
(Marks, 1976:193). The church records showed that in 1848 the number 
of deaths exceeded the number of births by 144,418 among the Orthodox 
population (Kabuzan, 1971:8). In the southern regions of Russia, 
Ekaterinoslav Gubernia had a mortality of 132.7 and fertility of 38.7, 
thus leaving a natural decrease of 94.0 per 1,000 (Rashin, 1956:36). 
Yet, in the south, this decrease cannot be explained by cholera alone, 
for the number of deaths from cholera in 1849 was only 6,688 for all 
Russia, while Ekaterinoslav Gubernia had 116,157 deaths anyway
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(13.25 per cent of the gubernia). Even the Minister of Finance Bunge 
admitted that the slow growth of 0.64 per cent per annum could not be 
explained by war and epidemics.
This situation continued up to the tenth and final revision of 
1857. Harvest failures occurred in 1850-52 and 1854-55, the 1850 
failure being over the whole country. The Crimean War was a 
catastrophe which highlighted the pressing need for fundamental 
reforms in the Empire as well as the fact that time was running out.
The cost of the Crimean War in human terms becomes evident from the 
figures of the Medical Department of the Ministry of War which 
indicate that in the years 1853-56 a total of 450,015 died of enemy 
action or disease (Curtiss, 1965:360). The death rate in the army was 
about double that of the civilian population of the same age group, 
and varied by season and period of service. This was due to the system 
of quartering troops with the peasants, with whom they shared food and 
if the harvest was bad then they had to endure hunger. The death rate 
was therefore 13 per cent higher in the first half of the year (Curtiss, 
1965:251). Recruits tended to die in the first period of service 
through disease and brutal treatment and considerable variation 
occurred among the different parts of the army, the infantry having 
the highest mortality. With the death of Nicholas I in 1855 ended 
the period of stagnation and so Russia took the first belated step to 
reform when Alexander II became Emperor.
6 0  yatar'js o-f tWi,
Throughout the/nineteenth century the urban population increased 
by about 120 per cent (Rashin, 1956:86). Three major cities
grew very rapidly and came to rank among the big urban centres of the 
world - St Petersburg, Moscow and Odessa. The population of St 
Petersburg more than doubled and Odessa grew by 1,200 per cent 
(Blackwell, 1968:97). The advance of urban population is shown in 
Table 3.7.
The major reason for the rapid increase in certain areas of 
Russia was the formation of new cities of a commercial or industrial 
type. Meanwhile, the older cities were changing their character from
These figures are quoted by Rashin from a statistical publication of 
1897 on the topic of the impact of oscillations in harvest and bread 
prices on natural increase and the farm economy. However, he fails 
to indicate the original source, which is most likely the Zemstov 
records.
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TABLE 3.7 : URBAN POPULATION OF EUROPEAN RUSSIA : 1811-1856
Year Number Ind<?_x o( Increase since 1811
1811 2,765,000 100
1825 3,329,000 120.4
1840 4,666,000 168.8
1856 5,684,000 205.6
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.86.
religious and administrative centres to industrial cites. Most of the 
new commercial and industrial cities were concentrated in the western 
part of the Empire, although farther east and south the population of 
commercial centres such as Nizhni-Novgorod, Samara and Orenburg began 
to grow, as well as administrative centres like Tiflis and Ekaterinburg. 
Through the ports of Riga and Odessa flowed the agricultural products 
of the fertile western region to markets in Europe and the grain trade 
revived many trading cities in the Baltic states, the Ukraine, 
Belorussia and the Black Sea area. Beyond these, the majority of 
towns remained largely untouched by economic forces.
The social composition of the urban population was complex, 
divided into three general categories: the traditional and upper
classes; the commercial and industrial middle classes; and the urban 
masses. Vodarsky points out that in 1858 there were 68 social 
categories in Russia (1973a:56). The traditional and upper classes 
consisted of nobility, clergy, the military and civil servants, a 
group which remained as a rather fixed element in urban growth. The 
composition and numbers of the new commercial and industrial middle 
classes changed far more radically. The classes included in this 
group are: the merchants, meschanstvo (townsmen) and foreign
citizens. The merchants were divided into three guilds for taxation 
purposes, but the highest rank was that of Hereditary Honourable 
Citizen usually awarded to very wealthy or influential merchants and 
industrialists. The meschanstvo were defined as representatives of 
the 'middling sort of people' and were divided into commercial and 
suburban (Blackwell, 1968:104). They formed a large element of the 
urban population, being engaged mainly in small-scale manufacturing 
or in petty retail trade. The growth of the meschanstvo can be seen 
in Table 3.8. Russian urban society also included a class known as
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the raznochintsy, who were below the merchants and nobility, and 
separate from craftsmen and professional people. They included 
clerks and servants. The craftsmen were organised into a category
of tsekh, similar to a European trade guild. However, the largest
group was comprised of peasants, of whom many were seasonal workers
TABLE 3.8 : URBAN POPULATION OF RUSSIA BY SOCIAL STRUCTURE:
1811 AND 1840
Social Category
1811 1840
Number % Number %
Dvoriantsvo 112,200 4.2 246,500 5.0
Clergy 53,200 2.0 53,200 1.1
Honoured citizenry 4,800 0.1
Merchants 201,200 7.4 219,400 4.5
Meschanstvo 949,900 35.1 2,284,200 46.8
Other 1 1^  389,300 51.31 2,078,900 42.5
Total 2,705,800 100.0 4,887,000 100.0
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.119.
1
Includes various categories of peasants and defense
personnel.
During the first half of the nineteenth century the number of 
factory workers quadrupled, many of whom were concentrated in the 
Urals and the area around Moscow and Vladimir. The greater proportion 
of males indicated the presence of peasants on obrok who would return 
to their families in the villages. The St Petersburg police stamped 
the passports of over 50,000 peasants departing from the city in 
1831 (Blackwell, 1968:107). This kind of seasonal movement affected 
the internal migration statistics for the time. Table 3.9 shows the 
male net migration in 1815-42 for regions^ accorc/ln^ to police, posispo'-'-t inaconds
The regions with greatest outmigration were the Central 
Agricultural, Western Ukraine and Middle Volga, all of which 
exhibited a significant increase in outmigration in the second 
quarter of the nineteenth century. A somewhat lower rate of out­
migration occurred in the Central Industrial Region, Belorussia and 
Lithuania. Migration out of these regions was caused by the 
inadequate supply of land, the absence of developed industry and
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cities which could have absorbed the excess labour force (except the 
Central Industrial Region), and the availability of relatively near 
fertile lands.
The principal regions of inmigration were the Lower Volga,
Southern Urals, New Russia and Siberia, and these experienced an 
inflation of inmigration in the second quarter. On the whole, the 
table indicates a tendency for the population to migrate out of the 
centrally located regions to the sparsely settled outer regions with 
their lower proportion of estate peasants and greater opportunity for 
initiative.
Population growth was not uniform in all regions as is seen in 
Figure 3.6. The most striking growth over the entire period 
encompassed by the revisions 1719-1857 occurred in the Western Region 
and New Russia, as well as the Central Agricultural Region. The 
effect of the French invasion is evident in the decline or 
stabilisation of growth in the affected regions around the 1811 and 
1815 revisions. The Western Region shows a hefty increase between the 
fourth and fifth revisions due to the second and third partitions of 
Poland in the 1790s, which added former Polish territory to the 
Western Region. The least spectacular increase occurred in the Northern 
and Lakes Regions. It is interesting to note that the Central 
Agricultural Region, a big loser of outmigrants, still managed to 
present a significant increase, thus implying a high rate of natural 
increase. Table 3.10 gives a detailed account of population in each 
region at the time of the revisions. Although rates of increase were 
highest in the east and southeast, absolute increases were greatest in 
the Central Agricultural and Central Industrial Regions due to the 
social system, aided by the poverty of communications, that retained 
natural increase within these overpopulated regions. However, even in 
the most densely populated gubernia, the density was below that for 
most European countries. It was 12 per square kilometre in European 
Russia, which was one-sixth that of France, one-eighth that of 
Italy or Britain and less than half that of Spain (Parker, 1968:258). 
Figure 3.7 shows the density of population in European Russia according 
to the 1857 revision.
The results of the final revision in 1857 were used in preparing 
for the reforms of 1861. However, the police records of 1858 revealed 
a population of 67.8 million, 8 million more than in the 1857 revision
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Figure 3.6
The Male Population of Russia by Region : 1719-1857.
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Density of Population in European Russia According 
to the 1857 Revision.
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(Vodarsky, 1973:54). The average annual rate of growth during 1719- 
1857 was 0.81 per cent over the territory of the first revision, and 
since there was virtually no migration into Russian territory, this 
figure could possibly be close to the rate of natural increase.
The Russian Empire on the eve of the emancipation contained a 
population which was a sea of peasants with the serf component on 
the decline because of high mortality. Yatsunsky points out that the 
higher the proportion of serfs, the lower the overall living standard 
and the higher the mortality (1957:221). The Russian economy during 
the period 1694-1860 remained underdeveloped. When one considers the 
economic expansion in western Europe, the Russian economy lags behind 
in comparison, a lag which contributed to undermining its political 
and social progress as well (Raeff, 1976:158). It took the Crimean 
War and the near bankruptcy of the State to force the Empire to focus 
on vital improvements on the social and economic fronts.
Siberia and Russian America
The Russians crossed the Urals in the 1580s and reached the 
Pacific in the 1640s, having traversed Siberia in less than 70 years. 
The eastward expansion of Russia is illustrated by Figure 3.8. From 
an economic viewpoint, Siberia was regarded as a single fur colony and 
was governed as a single unit. A Siberian prikaz or bureau was formed 
in the sixteenth century which operated from Moscow or St Petersburg. 
The administrative centre Tobolsk became the capital when Siberia was 
made a gubernia in 1710 and the bureau was abolished, only to be 
reestablished in 1730 (Treadgold, 1957:19). Thirty years later 
Catherine the Great designated it as the Siberian Realm, with two 
districts of Tobolsk and Irkutsk, but this was nullified on her death. 
In 1802 the governor-generalship for the whole of Siberia was created 
and subdivided into Tomsk and Tobolsk Gubernia, followed by Yakutsk 
Oblast (special region) in 1805. The region was separated into two 
governor-generalships in 1822 and Omsk and Eniseisk Gubernia were 
formed. Finally, the Committee on Siberian Affairs, set up in 1813, 
was superceded by the Bureau for the Administration of Siberian 
Provinces, which continued to exist up to the Revolution (Treadgold, 
1957:21).
At the end of the seventeenth century, Russian settlement of 
Siberia was in the form of isolated settlements in the wooded areas
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where clearings could be cultivated and in an area far enough to the 
north to escape the onslaught of nomadic tribes. Settlement gradually 
began to move east and south of the initial area of settlement, when 
a line of forts was built to protect the population. Thus settle­
ment was extended with each new line of forts. Already at the end of 
the seventeenth century a trend had been established which would 
continue throughout the following centuries: the majority of settlers
remained in Western Siberian agricultural areas. The peasant 
population formed the greatest proportion, except in border areas 
where defense personnel predominated. Table 3.11 gives an estimate 
of the male population and number of households in 1699-1719. The 
average number of males per household in 1710 is 4.2.
1TABLE 3.11 : MALE POPULATION OF SIBERIA : 1699-1719
Gubernia
1699 1710 1719
Households Households Population Population
Tobolsk 13,722 22,639 89,622 100,589
Tomsk 5,615 5,194 27,729 39,058
Irkutsk 3,802 4,583 21,265 27,021
Verkhoturye 2,254 4,056 15,772 20,693
Total 25,393 36,472 154,388 187,361
 ^ E y c lu d e .s  ii"\d e n o u s  p o p ^  Ic a - t io ro .
Source: Vodarsky, 1973b, 204.
Between 1719 and 1858 the Russian male population of Siberia 
increased by six times and the indigenous population by four times.
The proportion Russian was around 64-77 per cent of the population 
as seen in Table 3.12. Also see Appendix 3.4.
From Figure 3.9 can be seen the steady growth of the indigenous 
population and the upsurge in the Russian population. Particularly 
impressive is the sudden increase around 1811-15 when the average 
annual rate of growth was 6.26 per cent (Kabuzan and Troitsky, 1973: 
265). This can be attributed to the mass departure of peasants from 
European Russia as a result of the French invasion, destruction of 
crops, diseases, and in order to escape recruitment. At this time the 
average annual rate of growth in European Russia was 0.42 per cent.
At the beginning of the eighteenth century, almost 75 per cent of 
the peasants were settled in the western part of Tobolsk Gubernia, the
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Figure 3.9
Male Population of Siberia : 1699-1957.
Total
—  • Russian
1,300 Indigenous
1,200
1,100
1,000
1720 1760 1780 1820
Year
Source: Based on Tables 3.11 and 3.12
1699 figure estimated from 25,393 households composed of an 
assumed 4.2 males per household as in 1710.
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TABLE 3.12 : MALE POPULATION OF SIBERIA : 1719-1858
Year
Russians Indigenous Total
Number % Number % Number %
1719 169,000 70.12 72,000 29.88 241,000 100.0
1744 198,000 64.71 108,000 35.29 306,000 100.0
1762 261,000 66.41 132,000 33.59 393,000 100.0
1782 389,000 70.47 163,000 29.53 552,000 100.0
1795 412,000 69.24 183,000 30.76 595,000 100.0
1811 470,000 68.80 213,000 31.20 683,000 100.0
1816 651,000 74.74 220,000 25.26 871,000 100.0
1833 790,000 75.53 256,000 24.47 1,046,000 100.0
1850 913,000 75.40 298,000 24.60 1,211,000 100.0
1858 1,041,000 76.77 315,000 23.23 1,356,000 100.0
Source; Kabuzan and Troitsky, 1973, 265.
Shunkov, 1968, 183.
closest area to European Russia (Kolesnikov, 1973:230). The largest 
proportion of settlers came from Pomorye (Northern European Russia 
around the shores of the White Sea). The first leg of their south­
easterly migration ended at the Urals, which had developed into a 
temporary stopover point. Very few settlers could handle the long 
and difficult journey across the Urals in one go. According to 
Aleksandrov (1973:24), the number of females in Western Siberia was 
only slightly less than males, due to the families following shortly 
after the arrival of the male. This was made possible by the State 
providing transport for the families of personnel. The extended 
family became very common, which gives some basis for speculating that 
the family structure of the seventeenth century established a 
foundation for the fast growth of the Russian population. In one 
uezd it was found that the average number of males per peasant family 
during 1680-1719 grew from 3.19 to 4.90 (Aleksandrov, 1973:24).
As the eighteenth century moved on, new routes to Siberia 
developed further to the south, thus becoming popular with colonists 
from the Central European Russia. There was also a water route, but 
this was used only in transporting from east to west, from Irkutsk to 
Tobolsk. Movement spread further east as the permanent road was 
extended. Internal migration within Siberia was essentially made up 
of short distance movers. Migrants normally moved a distance involving 
ten days travel or about three weeks with their stock. The peasant 
moved a distance which would enable his return to his previous 
residence in order to harvest the crop while the fields in the new
78
area were being prepared (Kolesnikov, 1973:247). It was therefore 
intra-Siberian migration which led to the settlement of much of 
Siberia, for migrants from the central part of European Russia were 
rarely found in the depths of Siberia.
One group of migrants, among whom the Central European Russians 
predominated were the exiles, perhaps because the peasants there were 
mainly estate peasants and therefore very oppressed. The law enabled 
the landlords to send any males into penal servitude in Siberia, and 
they took the opportunity. Between 1807 and 1861, 339,737 persons 
were exiled to Siberia (Margolis, 1975:224). One estimate of unknown 
sources divides the exiles into the following regions of destination:
TABLE 3.13 : NUMBER OF MALE EXILES IN SIBERIA : 1824-51
Gubernia 
or Oblast
Number of Exiles (Males)
1824 1835 1851
Tobolsk 5,276 22,484 45,595
Tomsk 9,485 35,719 53,017
Eniseisk 12,219 31,249 45,706
Irkutsk 22,522 32,237 42,398
Yakutsk 59 508 167
Total 49,561 122,198 186,883
Source: Margolis, 1975, 229.
The more dangerous exiles were sent to Irkutsk and Yakutsk in the 
east. Women usually comprised 75-80 per cent of the number of males 
and it took two generations for the natural increase of exile families 
to equal that of Siberians in general (Kolesnikov, 1975:55).
The data on the indigenous population are available only for the 
years 1795, 1811 and 1816. Almost 70 per cent of the native 
population lived in Irkutsk Gubernia. In Eastern Siberia, of which 
Irkutsk Gubernia was a part, three groups formed the bulk of the 
indigenous population - the Buryats, Yakuts and Tungus. For instance, 
they comprised 97.06 per cent in 1816. While their absolute number 
increased, the smaller groups declined as a result of epidemics such 
as smallpox and syphilis, as well as famine (Kabuzan and Troitsky, 
1973:273). Table 3.14 shows the distribution of the indigenous 
population in 1816.
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The indigenous population had long ago adapted to the harsh 
environment, but the Russian settlers found the conditions particularly- 
trying. It was impossible to transport sufficient grain supplies, 
and unsettled areas could offer no sources of additional supplies.
The settlers experienced undernourishment and even famine, and 
suffered from the effects of hard labour in clearing forests, 
insufficient warm clothes and lengthy sojourns in very dark houses 
(Bunak, 1973:165). In Siberia the winters were longer and colder, 
rivers froze earlier and the thaw came later. Those settlers who 
lacked physical strength and strong character could not establish 
themselves. Eventually, after a period of about two centuries there 
developed a population which could be classified as Siberian.
The Russian settlement of the steppe area of Western Siberia 
surrounded the Tatar villages, which became partly denationalised and 
blended with the ethnic Russian. Among the hunting and fishing tribes 
of the north, there were differences with the Russians in culture and 
activity which prevented the establishment of permanent marital ties, 
but did not prevent the development of small mixed groups. In the 
sparsely populated north-east of Siberia the small groups of Russian 
settlers intermarried with the Yakuts and Evenks to become deRussified, 
while the Russians in the Transbaikal also formed mixed families 
(Bunak, 1973:173). A study of the anthropological characteristics of 
the Siberian population of Russian descent found many differences 
with the European Russian population. It also found that the many- 
generation Siberians of unmixed groups possessed the distinguishing 
features of the Russian population of the Archangel-Vologda area, from 
which the sixteenth to seventeenth century settlers originated.
Russian settlement eventually extended as far as America.
Although Russia had been active in Alaska since 1743, the first 
permanent settlement was not established until 1784. Other settlements 
followed, usually sited atop promontories at the mouths of rivers or at 
the heads of bays. By 1812 the Russians had established Fort Ross 
just north of San Fransisco Bay, and even pushed as far south as Hawaii 
in 1815-17 (Gibson, 1976:11). Table 3.15 presents the population of 
Russian America in 1818-19 and 1833. The Russians were concentrated 
in the capital New Archangel, and the population includes only those 
indigenous people dependent on the colony. Fort Ross was sold in 1841 
because it was unprofitable and of no strategic significance (Tikhmenev, 
1978:232). So, Russia had reached the limit of its expansion.
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Chapter 4
The Post-Emancipation Period:
A Demographic Study of Development, 1861-1914
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Russia, including European Russia
In considering the population changes which occurred throughout 
the period 1861-1914, it is first necessary to review the effects of 
the emancipation, for this was the most important decision of the 
century in terms of its impact on the lives of so many people. The 
selection of the year 1861 as the point of departure for this chapter 
is logical because it marks a convenient point of division between 
the feudal period (predominantly agrarian) and the period of 
capitalism (predominantly industrial), which in turn is broken down 
into subperiods of premonopolistic capitalism (1861-1890) and 
imperialism (1890-1917) (Black, 1960:5).
The traditional periodisation of Russian history was based on 
political considerations and was further divided into the reigns of 
the rulers, a division not suited to discussing social and economic 
influences on demographic changes. To fit Russian history into the 
European mold is also a distortion because Russia developed on a 
different schedule and therefore population changes assumed a 
different role and scale. The Soviet system of periodisation, in 
contrast to the traditional, is based primarily on economic 
considerations, although political factors are also taken into account. 
The Soviet system is the more useful in studying population.
The emancipation is often referred to as the Great Reform and 
the subsequent period as the era of reforms. In 1856, Alexander II 
announced to the nobles the following words:
You yourselves know that the existing order of ruling over 
living souls cannot remain unchanged. It is better to 
abolish serfdom from above than to await the day when it 
will begin to abolish itself from below (Emmons, 1968:41).
Thus, when the emancipation legislation was signed into law five years 
later, it inaugurated a new era in Russian social and demographic 
history. This does not mean that instant progress and change 
occurred in the next year, as the society and economy, with their 
attendant institutions require a longer period to evolve, and in this 
case, several decades. However, as Grossman states, there was a 
'demographic revolution' during this period (Grossman, 1973:497).
Before proceeding further it needs to be clarified that the 
population of Russia is not discussed here as if it were an eastern 
appendage of Europe, nor as an element of Asia. The question of
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Russia's relation to Europe has been a central theme of Russian 
history and of comment by European writers. However, it is not within 
the practical limits of this study to compare traditional Russian 
values and national characteristics with those of European societies, 
on the one hand, and with those of one or more Asian societies on the 
other. Nevertheless, Western concepts can serve as a useful guide in 
describing the Russian population, its growth and composition, social 
institutions, family structure, religion, and the prevailing values 
and norms.
The backbone of the Russian economy and the predominant sector 
of Russian population and society was the peasantry. For instance, 
in 1897 the rural area contained 112,700,000 or 87.4 per cent of the 
population, almost all of whom were peasants (Lyaschenko, 1949:273).
It therefore follows that this enormous category of the Russian 
population should be studied in some detail.
The Russian peasant is frequently presented in Western 
literature as semi-barbaric and leading a wretched existence, 
continually exploited by the nobility. It is, of course, common 
knowledge that the society was divided into the elite and the masses, 
but it should be remembered that Russia paralleled similar divisions, 
albeit an extreme one, in other countries. The Russian peasant 
possessed his own way of life which represented a skilful adaptation 
to a harsh environment and indeed possessed his own culture as well 
as developing certain character traits deeply imbedded in that 
culture. The peasant could survive the long, cold winters only with 
great toil and careful management. What the peasant'dreaded most 
was infertility - harvest failure, barrenness in livestock and lack of
j *children, while fertility was revered above all. The Russian peasant 
sought immortality through the survival of his offspring' (Matossian, 
1968:39). Therefore, his attachment to the land, his source of life, 
was intense and he was convinced that his land would be rightly 
restored to him when he was freed.
On the eve of the emancipation there were 22-23,000,000 peasants 
in bondage to gentry landowners (Emmons, 1968:41). This was 30.7 per 
cent of the total population and 53.0 per cent of the peasant 
population, the other 47.0 per cent belonging to various categories
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of State peasants and those belonging to the Imperial family 
(Gerschenkron, 1965:717). Article I of the fundamental Emancipation 
Act proclaimed: 'The bondage rights over peasants settled on gentry
estates and over estate servants are abolished forever' (Gerschenkron, 
1965:718). The peasants ceased being regarded as property and became 
equal in civil status with members of other taxable estates. They 
then became subject to the general laws regarding family matters, 
in particular, they were free from enforced serf marriages which were 
so widespread.
The Russian peasantry was, in many ways, cheated by the terms of
the emancipation. The land was not given to the peasant outright;
instead they had to pay for it in 49 equal annual instalments known
as redemption payments, while the gentry received immediate
compensation for the land in the form of state bonds. The peasants
were required to remain under the old order for two years following
3emancipation, and then for a further nine years paying obrok for use 
of their allotments, after which they were theoretically free to leave 
their land (Emmons, 1968:45). The value of the land was set quite 
high in relation to the market, proceeding to increase between the 
1870s and 1890s. This placed a heavy burden on the peasants who were 
the chief buyers and renters owing to the pressure of the growing 
rural population in the densely populated areas, and the steadily 
falling grain prices (Grossman, 1973:494). In many parts of the 
country the peasants received less land, especially in the Black-soil 
Belt, than had been customarily assigned to them prior to the 
emancipation. The inadequacy of the peasants' land in conjunction 
with the heavy financial burdens imposed on the peasant households 
would tend to favour movement from the rural area and thus provide a 
large pool of labour supply to the growing industry. This would have
The civil status of State peasants was more liberal than that of the 
gentry serfs. They paid the quitrent tax on a per unit of land 
basis and not per soul.
2The Imperial peasants were those owned by the Emperor and their 
position was intermediate between that of the State peasants and 
gentry serfs.
Obrok is payment in money or kind by peasants to the owner of the 
land in lieu of their labour obligations.
3
Figure 4.0 
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occurred had the emancipation not strengthened collective ownership 
of the village commune (mir or obschina)^ wherever it existed.
The commune was made collectively responsible for the redemption 
payments as well as for taxes because the government wanted to bolster 
social stability in the rural area. If a peasant wished to leave the 
commune he not only had to relinquish his rights to the land, but had 
to pay a sizeable amount before he could obtain his release 
(Gerschenkron, 1960:43). Added to that, the commune was a repartitional 
one, meaning that it periodically redistributed its arable land among 
households on the basis of manpower at the disposal of the household.
The head of the household would be reluctant to permit anyone to 
move in case the household received less land.
Temporary migration to the urban area was easy to obtain, but the 
village administration could demand return and a portion of earnings. 
Most migrants left their families behind in the village and often 
returned in bad times or for agricultural work in busy seasons 
(Grossman, 1973:495). The administration issued and extended pass­
ports, without which it was impossible to travel or reside outside 
one's own uezd. When the rate of natural increase (about 1.5 per 
cent p.a.) is added to the restricted movement and smaller land- 
holdings, an explosive situation is produced within two decades of 
emancipation as the per capita available land declined by 30 per cent. 
Yanson estimated in 1876 that a peasant household in the Black-soil 
Belt needed five desiatins per wale-in order to provide itself with 
grain, maintain two horses, two sheep, one cow and one hog, and this 
is excluding purchases and taxes (Gerschenkron, 1965:742). In other 
areas, where yields were lower, an allotment of eight desiatins was
necessary for subsistence, whereas the average allotment per male
4soul in some of southern gubernia were: Kursk, 2.2; Poltava, 1.9;
Voronezh, 2.4. In the northern gubernia the allotments were higher: 
Moscow, 3.0; Vladimir, Tver and Yaroslav, 3.8. The bulk of the
The mir was the basic administrative unit and obschina the commune 
itself.
2Uezd = administrative district within a gubernia.
3Desiatin = 2.7 acres.
^Gubernia = province.
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peasants (72.9 per cent) received less than four desiatins per soul 
(Gerschenkron, 1965:742). See Appendix 4.1.
While the legislation tried to maintain the institutional status 
quo, the economic condition of the peasantry kept deteriorating. The 
peasants, of course, tried a variety of ways to alleviate their 
desperate plight, exhausting themselves and the land. In this 
marginal economy, droughts became disasters, but even in good years 
the peasants died rapidly. The harvest failure of 1867 affected 
fertility and mortality for the next two years. In particular, the 
infant mortality rate increased in 1872, a year in which there were 
epidemic diseases, especially smallpox. According to an 1887 
Statistical Bulletin of the Russian Empire, the increase was from 
271.3 per 1,000 live births in 1871 to 294.8 in 1872 (Rashin, 1956: 
157) .
The infant mortality rate is one of the indicators often used to 
show the level of development in a country. The high rates of the 
period are attributed by current Soviet demographers to an absence of 
socialism. During the whole period 1861-1911, the infant mortality 
rate in Russia did not show much improvement, remaining at around 
260 per 1,000 live births (Rashin, 1956:193). Nevertheless, large 
differences existed within Russia, and reduction in infant mortality 
was shown by the gubernia with very high rates. In 1908-10 there 
were 19 gubernia with infant mortality rates below 210 per 1,000 live 
births and an average of 179. In 1886-97 the average was only eight 
points higher, at 187. These were mainly gubernia with a significant 
proportion of western nationalities (Coale, 1979:66). Meanwhile, 
many other countries experienced a considerable decline.
Conditions of life differed in the enormous Russian Empire, 
the worst situation being in the thickly populated area of central 
European Russia shown in Figure 4.1. This is reflected by the infant 
mortality rate, which in the Perm Gubernia was as high as 438 per
1.000 live births in 1867-81. See the Appendix 4.2 for a map of the 
administrative divisions. A study of the Moscow Gubernia in 1883-97 
showed that 45.4 per cent of all deaths were those of infants aged 
less than one year and the infant mortality rate was 406 per 1,000 
live births (Rashin, 1956:192). The moda.iity
aged less than five years in the Perm Gubernia was/545 per
1.000 live births in 1887-96, while for the whole of European Russia
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it was 432. Even by 1908-10 the deaths of those aged less than five 
years constituted three-fifths of all deaths. The high infant 
mortality was associated with the low level of literacy among mothers, 
an association brought out well in Table 4.1, which shows that child 
mortality increased with level of illiteracy. There was little 
popular understanding of the significance of the most elementary 
hygienic and sanitary measures, the diet was unbalanced and 
insufficient, and clothing inadequate. In the mid-nineteenth century 
there were almost no rural midwives with any modern medical training, 
therefore the absence of any obstetric care contributed to the high 
rate of infant and maternal death (Ramer, 1978:219). Most midwives 
were concentrated in urban areas and it was only after the 1860s that 
rural midwives were trained. The midwives also had to overcome the 
society's opposition to their presence at the birth, which was 
considered a very private matter and a stranger's presence was not 
welcome. Figure 4.2 makes it evident just how high the 0-^4 <^«2. 
mortality was in 1897 - 20 times higher than the mortality in
age group 15-25. The example of an 1870 birth certificate in the 
Appendix 4.5 shows that the christening, hence registration, of the 
birth occurred on the same day as the birth, a common practice because 
of the high infant mortality. An 1864-79 survey of a district of 
Moscow Gubernia showed that 519 died in their first year of life out 
of 1,000 live births (Frieden, 1978:237). When the Commission for 
the Spread of Hygiene Education published pamphlet literature for the 
mass audience it faced the obstacle of illiterate rural mothers, who 
often regarding their dying child as punishment by God for their sins 
and refused to take remedies. It was difficult to educate against 
such cultural situations and age-old traditions.
Mortality in general declined over the period 1861-1914 in most 
areas of European Russia, from 36.5 per 1,000 in 1861-65 to 27.1 in 
1911-13 (Rashin, 1956:191). The decline was particularly significant 
in the Baltic gubernias, the western gubernias and in some gubernias 
of the central industrial region. As can be seen from Figure 4.3, 
there were several years of heavy mortality - in 1868, 1869, 1872, 1878, 
1879 and 1892. Harvest failure occurred often in either one area or 
another, and was promptly followed by a period of famine, which struck 
heavily in 1891-92. As a result of this famine, some one-half million 
persons died either from the hunger or disease in the Black-Earth 
Region (Keep, 1976:225). Due to the inadequate transport system, not
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Crude Death Rate by F ive-Y ear  Age Groups; 
European R u s s ia  : 1897.
Source : Rash in ,  1956, 204.
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Figure 4. 3
Crude Death Rate, European Russia and the U.S.S.R.: 
1860-1973.
19601860
Year
Sources: Rashin, 1956, pp. 155-156. 
U.N. , 1973, p. 113. 
Lorimer, 1946, p. 134. 
Boyarsky, 1974, p. 9.
N.B.: 1914-26 Five-year estimates 
1945-49 C.D.R. unavailable
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TABLE 4.1 ; CHILD MORTALITY (AGES 0-4) BY LEVEL OF LITERACY AMONG
FEMALES : EUROPEAN RUSSIA : 1897
1887-96
Proportion of literate Number Average Child Mortality
females in groups of of Literacy rate
gubernia (%) Gubernia (%) (per 1,000 live 
births)
20 and over 7 49.2 351.1
13-20 8 16.0 405.7
8-13 28 9.4 431.4
Less than 8 7 6.0 463.6
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.201.
enough grain could be transported to the famine area from other parts 
of the country. Epidemics were close on the heels of famine, striking 
at the weakened population. For instance, there was a typhus epidemic 
in 1892 in the whole area around the Volga, followed by a choldera 
epidemic in the Volga and Don regions, the Caucasus and Central Asia. 
In certain cities of those regions, the mortality was extremely high: 
Astrakhan (86.9 per 1,000), Tsarytsyn (116.0) and Orenburg (92.7) 
(Rashin, 1956:160). Tsarytsyn had also been struck by plague in 1879, 
supposedly introduced into Russia by soldiers returning from the 
Asiatic theatre of war (Heilbronner, 1962:91) . Tuberculosis was
p<5p>al<3-+lOrv Lajrvj
another disease prevalent at the time, with 22.3 per 10,0OC^sick with 
tuberculosis in 1896, increasing to 53.9 per lO^OOOin 1913 (Rashin, 
1956:209). During the period 1901-10 over 400,000 died from smallpox. 
With such high mortality it is not surprising that the expectation of 
life in 1897 was only 31 for males and 33 for females (Urlanis, 1974: 
195) .
After the emancipation the pattern of living was disrupted and 
natural increase fell for a short time, but then began to increase.
The military reforms of 1874 were a factor in boosting the natural 
increase in 1874-75. Before 1874 the term of military service was for 
-25 years, and the army was composed almost entirely of peasants, who 
were drafted at the rate of one out of 70 or 80 available men (Eason, 
1960:110). When a man was taken for the army his family bewailed him 
as though he were already dead, for few of them returned. If the man 
was married, his wife was usually doomed to a life of poverty, as 25 
years in the army put him far over the expectation of life by the time 
his term finished. The military reform provided that all young men
FiCjUra.*» dc.rtv'Cjd | r o m  Q r > n t ia l  r e p o r t s  -jbcL (ZirnoJ^  M c .d c < x l  |r,sp>G.C-+©«
RtbU'e. Hood tk •
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should enter military service at the age of 20 to serve six years on 
active duty, a term which was susceptible to reduction in accordance 
with educational background: it could be cut to six months for
university men, to two years for secondary school graduates, and to 
three years for those who had completed courses in district schools 
(Gronsky, 1969:47). There were also exemptions for only sons or 
grandsons of a family, those with brothers under eighteen years and 
those with brothers already in the service. These reforms permitted 
men to begin farming and family life at a fairly early age. Another 
result was the decline in the number of deaths from disease in the 
army, from 17.6 per 1,000 in 1874 to 10.4 in 1879 (Curtiss, 1968:119).
The emancipation was'naturally followed by the Zemstvo Act of 
1864, which gave self-government to rural localities, and by the 
Municipal Act of 1870 ’ (Florinsky, 1961:18). These institutions were 
entrusted with such purely local economic and cultural functions as 
maintaining communications, food stores, charity, fighting cattle 
plagues and natural causes of harvest failures, and were in charge of 
public health, education and commerce (Vucinich, 1960:195). The
-+C> s+OL-*'*+, e v a . i o t u a » l I j j
Zemstvos, 4 x/ovv^ nade an impact on aspects such as education.
/ 'While there were no zemstvo schools in 1897, there were 50,000 in 
1914, with three million pupils and 80,000 teachers (Florinsky, 1961: 
20) .
The Balkan War occurred in 1877-78 and a war with Turkey also, 
thus causing the natural increase to fall again (Seton-Watson, 1967: 
452). Heavy taxes and redemption fees were levied on the population 
in 1880, which together with the harvest failure and famine of 1881-82, 
helped to depress the natural increase. Prices of agricultural 
products began falling in the early 1880s, with the peasant crops 
rye and oats suffering the most, and wheat prices began falling from 
the end of the 1880s (Gerschenkron, 1965:776). Figure 4.4 shows 
the natural increase over the period 1860 through to 1975 for 
comparative reasons.
The natural increase further suffered as a result of the 
temporary recovery of prices in the famine year 1891-92 and from the 
consequent doubling of tax. The agricultural population had grown by 
25 per cent during 1877-98, while the land increased by only 15 per 
cent. A study of the Voronezh Gubernia in 1885-95 showed that the 
natural increase varied according to the amount of land worked by a
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Figure 4. 4
Natural Increase, European Russia and the U.S.S.R.: 
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house-hold. The rate of natural increase for those without land was 0.62 
per cent, those having up to five desiatins of land - 1.68 per cent, 
from five to fifteen desiatins - 2.06 per cent, from 15 to 25 desiatins - 
2.44 per cent, and over 25 desiatins - 2.95 per cent (Rashin, 1956:22). 
The commune institution tied the peasantry to the village and was 
irrational in that the individual household had to retain the 
abundant factor (labour) as a precondition for obtaining the scarce 
factor (land).
After 1895 there was a significant improvement in the natural 
increase due to the fact that famines, and the typhus and cholera 
epidemics had carried off the weaker elements of the population - 
the sick, the young children and the old, thus leading to a decline 
in mortality. The 1890s were characterised by industrial growth and 
for the first time a comprehensive economic policy emerged, linking 
the state and the economy. When Witte became Minister of Finance in 
1892 he had a clear recognition of the backwardness of Russia and 
encouraged heavy industry and railroad construction (Riasanovsky, 
1969:441). Later he realised that capitalism in industry, in order to 
stimulate the Russian economy, must be backed by capitalism in 
agriculture. Thus, after 1897, he became opposed to the extended 
peasant family, the commune, the strip farming and the legal separation 
of the peasantry from the rest of Russian society (von Laue, 1960: 219).
The industrial spurt of the 1890s ended in the depression year 1900 
and the 1905 uprising, for the taxpaying capacity of the peasants was 
just about exhausted. The natural increase was again low around 1904-05 
at the time of the Russo-Japanese War, the main purpose of which seems 
to have been to detract attention away from the many and cumulating 
problems in the whole socio-economic system of Russia. The commune 
system, especially, was helping to undermine the social and political 
stability which it was intended to bolster, and it was obvious something 
must be done.
The first elected Russian Duma (Parliament) was dissolved in 1906 
and P.A . Stolypin was elevated to the premiership, an appointment 
which had far-reaching consequences (Miliukov, 1969:247). From 1906 
to 1911 he pushed through a series of legislative acts jointly known 
as the Stolypin Reforms. His solution was simple and drastic. It 
established the right of all heads of households in village communes to 
demand a formal transfer into his personal ownership of a portion of 
communal lands and consolidation of his fragmented lands into one
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compact piece. Over six million households asked for consolidation of 
land between 1907 and 1914, more than 30 per cent of heads of house­
holds in communes declared their intention of leaving and 22 per cent 
became individual owners (Gerschenkron, 1965:797). As a result of 
these reforms the peasant could for the first time sell his land and 
acquire the funds to move away to the city or another part of the 
country. This act boosted the emigration to Siberia and Central 
Asia, and provided a situation conducive to the growth of an urban 
labour force.
It was only during this later period 1901-14 that fertility began 
to fall, from 49-51 per 1,000 during 1861-1900 to 43.9 per 1,000 
(Rashin, 1956:153). Individual factors which worked to lower fertility 
were the decline in marriage rates and the growth of the urban 
population, among whom the birth rates were relatively low. Urban 
marital fertility began its decline everywhere in European Russia by 
1897, while rural marital fertility had started to decline by 1897 
in five or six gubernia. A decline of ten per cent or more in rural 
marital fertility had occurred in 15 to 20 gubernia prior to World 
War I (Coale, 1979:46-47).
Figure 4.5 shows the crude birth rate over the years 1861-1975.
In rural areas the prevalence of the equipartional inheritance system 
fragmented holdings and assured children of a share of land, thereby 
creating no incentive to delay marriage or control fertility. Such a 
system tended to retard accumulation of capital and the introduction 
of technological inoovations in agriculture (Habbakuk, 1955:1-12).
Fertility had been kept high by the high marriage rate especially 
among the young age groups of the rural population. However over the 
period 1861-1914 there was a 20 per cent decline in marriage rates, 
perhaps due partly to the introduction of general conscription. The 
percentage of married men among conscripts dropped from 38.4 per cent 
in 1874 to 32.0 per cent in 1878 (Rashin, 1956:172). Marriage rates 
appear to be closely tied to the economic situation and susceptible 
to the influence of wars. A study of gentry serfs in Riazan Gubernia 
revealed that between 1782 and 1868 there was an increase of about 
two years in the earliest age at marriage: from 13 to 15 years for
females, and from 15 to 17 years for males (Czap, 1978:111). This may 
have resulted from the 1830 law which increased the minimum ages at 
marriage to sixteen for females and eighteen for males, although
98
Figure 4.5
Crude Birth Rate, European Russia and the U.S.S.R.: 
1860-1975.
Year
Source: Rashin, 1956, pp.155-156. 
U.N., 1973, p. 113. 
Lorimer, 1946, p. 134.
Boyarsky,1974, p. 9.
N.B.: 1914-1926 Five-year 
estimates
1945-1949 CBH. unavailable
99
canonical law maintained minimum ages of thirteen and fifteen 
respectively.
In the period the percentage of brides aged less than 25 years 
was 84-86 per cent and 57-59 per cent were less than 20 years of 
age. For the bridegrooms the figures were 67-69 per cent and 37 
per cent respectively (Rashin, 1956:174). Differences occurred 
between rural and urban areas, to the extent that in the cities the 
percentage of brides aged less than 20 years was 35.5, in towns it 
was 43.0 and in rural areas it was 56.7 (Rashin, 1956:175). Serfs, 
who comprised a sizeable proportion of the rural population were 
not completely free in their choice of time and partners of marriage, 
but were subject to the demands of the landlord and pressure from 
the local community. Some landlords instituted fines for family 
with unmarried daughters of 20 years and above, and communities 
often arranged marriages by lot (Czap, 1978:115). In general, 
nuptiality was strongly influenced by the state of the agrarian 
economy, the districts with a net export of grain exhibiting higher 
rates than the net consumers (Johnson, 1978:269). However, in cities 
such as Moscow nuptiality varied directly with the state of the job 
market. The effect of the age at marriage can be seen in Table 
4.2.
Compared with some European countries, the proportion of young 
brides was much higher. In 1906-10 the proportion of brides aged 
less than 21 years was 54 per cent, while it was only 16.4 per cent 
in Germany, 13.9 per cent in England and 13.3 per cent in Holland. 
However, there were significant differences between regions. A 
regular goegraphic pattern of nuptiality can be observed for 1897 
consisting of concentric arcs of ever earlier marriage surrounding 
the focal point of late marriage along the Baltic (Coale, 1979:177).
The central agricultural gubernias showed the highest proportion for 
example, Perm Gubernia with 67.8 per cent, and Orenburg with 74.1 
per cent (Rashin, 1956:175). The Baltic gubernias exhibited the 
lower proportions, with Lifland having 20.1 per cent and St 
Petersburg gubernia - 27.3 per cent. The central agricultural area 
was the most densely populated and depressed area, while the Baltic 
gubernia were more urbanised. Almost 95 per cent of females and 85 per 
cent of males were married for the first time before age 21 according
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TABLE 4.2 ; CRUDE BIRTH RATE BY PROPORTION OF BRIDES AGED LESS THAN 
20 YEARS, EUROPEAN RUSSIA ; 1910
i en of
Brides /Aged < 2 . 0
C * / c d
Number
of
Gubernia
Crude
Birth
Rate
60 and over 17 50.4
50-60 8 46.5
40-50 9 40.5
30-40 11 38.3
20-30 5 26.2
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.176
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to a case study of a district in Riazan Gubernia (Czap, 1978:110).
The mean age at first marriage was 18.2 for females in the mid­
nineteenth century compared with 17.5 years in the late eighteenth 
century. The Riazan Gubernia was the seventh most densely settled in 
the mid-nineteenth century.
The singulate mean age at first marriage (SMAM) was 20.4 for 
Russian females in 1897 with 95.8 per cent ever-married by age 50.
Yet for Latvia and Lithuania the age was 25.7 and 24.7 respectively, 
while being as low as 17.0 in Armenia and 17.3 in Central Asia (Coale, 
1979:136). Appendix 4.6 shows three distinct patterns of marriage 
which indicates that the Russian population is distinct from the West 
European pattern and the non-European. It is worth noting that the 
change in SMAM between 1900 and the 1960s was an increase of about one 
year (Coale, 1979:141). Coale interprets the close association 
revealed by multiple correlation analysis between nuptiality (of males 
and females, rural and urban) and the average population per village, 
the proportion literate among young females and the difference in sex 
ratio of adults in the total and urban population of each gubernia, 
to be the result of longstanding social and cultural differences that 
led to regional differences in age at marriage (Coale, 1979:178).
Another aspect of fertility is the number of births within each completed 
marriage. In European Russia the average number of births per marriage 
was 5.3 in 1910. Again there were differences: four gubernia with 6.6 
to 6.8 births and three gubernia in the Baltic with less than four 
(Rashin, 1956:181).
The fertility, as well as mortality rates varied for rural and 
urban areas, and in fact diverged over the period. Table 4.3 shows 
that while fertility in rural areas was 10.9 per cent greater than in 
urban areas in 1859-63, the difference had grown 30.7 per cent by 
1909-13. In 1897 the size of a city was a significant determinant 
of urban marital fertility, with larger cities having lower marital 
fertility than small cities in the same gubernia (Coale, 1979:52).
Urban marital fertility was related to the proportion of workers in 
secondary industry, and proportion literate among young females, but 
rural marital fertility was only weakly related to socio-economic 
variables and both urban and rural marital fertility showed very little 
association with infant mortality (Coale, 1979:63, 66). It appears 
that mortality declined at a faster rate in the urban areas, and on
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average rural mortality exceeded urban by 8.7 per cent and fertility 
by 29.2 per cent. The natural increase in rural areas was almost 
double that in urban areas, as is evident from Figure 4.6. The 
differences in age and sex composition of the rural and urban population 
are reflected by the indicators. Novoselsky made several adjustments 
to mortality figures, on the basis of eliminating the effects of the
iSC-ci
varying age composition. He found that/mortality is shown to be 
higher for urban areas, in complete contrast to general mortality 
which was greater for rural areas. He made some adjustments and stated 
that urban mortality from sanitary and social causes was higher than 
rural mortality, so his estimate is much higher than the original in 
the case of urban areas with over 100,000 population.
TABLE 4.4 : ADJUSTED MORTALITY RATES : 1897
Category of Centre
Crude
Death
Rate
Adjusted
Crude
Death Rate
Rural area 32.32 32.09
Urban area with .. _
population <100,000 29.14 22.0 2
Urban area with _ _
population >100,000 26.82 2b. / O
Source; Rashin, 1956, 254.
Mortality declined slowly during 1874-1910, being more evident in the
period 1874-1897 and being experienced primarily by the younger age
groups up to 15 years of age. Male mortality for those above 15 years
of age declined by 1897, but then increased, while female mortality
fell at a slow rate. Table 4.5 gives the 1 , q and e values for thex x x
Russian Orthodox population of European Russia. The expectation of 
life at birth and at age five offers an indication of the high infant 
and child mortality. For example, male expectation of life at birth 
was about 26, and at age five was almost 46 in 1874-83. The period 
1874-1910 saw an increase in expectation of life at age five by an 
average of 2.5 years for males and females, although expectation of 
life at birth rose by about five years.
While the rate of natural increase was high among the rural 
population, the urban population experienced what would be more
104
Figure 4.6
Crude Birth Rates, Crude Death Rates and Natural Increase 
for 50 Gubernia of European Russia by Rural and Urban Area: 
1902-1913.
Y / \  Rural natural increase 
[?\x| Urban natural increase
Rural C.B.R.
Urban C.B.R.
Rural C.D.R.
Urban C.D.R.
o 20
19081902
Year
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.246.
TA
BL
E 
4.
5 
: 
1 
,q
 
an
d 
e 
VA
LU
ES
 F
OR
 T
HE
 O
RT
HO
DO
X 
PO
PU
LA
TI
ON
 O
F 
EU
RO
PE
AN
 R
US
SI
A 
: 
18
74
 -
 1
91
0
105
o i—1 co 1----1 c o r - CM CM CO CM OO 0 0 0 0 ^ p r - CO r - 0 0 CM CM CO o
0 0 CT> r H CM CD CO o r ' ' CO 00 O 0 e ' ­ o CO 0 0 er» CO CO m o
i—1 CM 0 0 VO CM CO 1—1 m CO CO 0 0 CO e n er» CO CM oo CM CO er» CO CTi
c 0 <cP "xP ^ p c o CO CM rH rH CO <cp <cP CO CO CM rH rH
O o er» p^ co on i—1 p^ o CO r" er» CO CO CM 1—1 CM CO er»
CO CO H er» on CM uo m o c- co H H 00 co co er» CM H uo p- uo
m CM p" m m CO er» CM C' on CO CO m CO co o CO r- er»
p- er»H o o o o H CM CO co co H o o o H 1—1 H CO co
CM o o o o o o o O o o CM o o o o o o o o o o
o o CO 0 0 CO c o c o r H r ' O o o CO CO ^ p r H CM CO o
o i— 1 c o -er CO er» p x 'c r P - o er» CM CO c o o CO u o u o
o <cp O'» p x CO o o e - er» er» o o c o rH c o CO o o CD CO CM CO
«to % to. • . to to to »to •to to to ■to. to to to to «to to
o CM 0 0 m CM CM UO CO kO o UO CM c o l " ' u o o CO o CO
o P " u o m m m ^ p CO CM H o O '- cO UO UO u o u o ^ p CO CO 1—1
1—1 1—1
px er» H CM o uo p^ o i—1 CO H o OO CO CO UO CM CO co OO oo U0
o er» CO CM <cP 00 o H r-' CO CO oo CM. CO CM p^ O CO CO CO CM
o  (D o i—1 00 CO CM 00 CM in CO CM CO H CM CO CO CM OO CM uo 00 CM CO
CO p^ p^ P^ CO CO CM H H CO ■er p^ p^ <CP CO CO CM H H
CM o CM CM 1---1 o CO er» oo o o o co co o 00 CO CO CM r- COpx 00 OO o P " CM U0 co <cp CO in H H o i— 1 <cp UO CM OO U0 CM H
GO X in CM CO o CO in 00 er» CO o rx CO CD uo o CO co CO O CM rx P '' CO
1 td cu O O0 CM O o o o H CM CO l ' ' H cO er» CM O o o H •---1 1—1 CO C '
CO H CO o O O o o o o eo o o cd CM o o o o o o o o o o
00 rti E
00 £ 0)
1—1 t ,
o 00 00 p^ <cp CO o o CM O'- H o co co ■nT CM CM CO uo CM H -xT
o o er» H ^ p H H CM CO H O co CM uo uo O U0 CO CO OO CO
X o r- m CO er» H oo CO H o CO O p^ o uo o O CM CM U0 CO«to «to •to «. •» •» •to V •to «. «to «» «. «. V, «. «to •to «.
o er» uo CM o OO o CO uo o CO er» uo <CP CM r- CM CO CO CO
o co U0 uo m p^ p^ CO CM H o rx uo in UO UO CO CM 1—1
H H
H p^ CO er» px er» i—1 CO CM uo oo CMCOCO uo o uo P'- CM P^
COOO 00 UOo COCO o CO OO o COCO o COCO cO CO oo vp CO
PS
o a) CO P-" uo co i—1 p" o co px I—1 oo OO co uo H f-x o COcO H p^
CMCO <cp COCOCMH r H CMCO COCOCMH H
COpx CD o co px co COuo O cO CO CM CO 1—1 o oo o
CO CMpx OO H o co UO m P^ uo CMo pto O o COCO UO px H CO
CO X r-' in CO 00 co px oo CO CO COcO P" CO OO COH OO 00
1 Cd CMH CMo o o o H CM co CO o CMo o o o 1—1 CM'CP COCOH O o o o o o o o o CMH O o o o o o O O opx •
co
H
o px uo CMCMco •xP 1—1 CO COH O CO CMo OO U0 CMer» cO p^
o px co Px CMo px co 00 CO O p^ CMH CO 'CP COOO U0 r i CM
X o CMt"- px CMp" OO CO co COo O CD CO CO CMCM<CP p^ H H
H «to «. «. «. «. «. «. «to «to «. «. «. «» «* «. «. «- «. «* «. «•
o px o CD uo COer» uo er» H H o 1—1UOH oo CO -xPOo CO p^ CM
o CO in <cp p^ co COCMCM1—1 o f'' U0 U0 p^ "xP'CPco COCM1--1
H H
<D
tn
<
o H in o in
I— I r H
o o o o
in m ^  in
o o 
co r-
o  rH uo o  uo o  o
H H (N n
o o
m
o o 
co p" So
ur
ce
: 
Pa
ev
sk
y,
 1
97
0:
 2
90
-2
91
.
106
appropriately termed natural decrease. There are numerous reports on 
the natural increase of the urban population. In Kostroma, for 
instance, the natural increase during 1862-79 was minus 9.7 per cent 
and it was only after 1891 that it became positive. The same was 
evident in Saratov, which had an infant mortality of 354-390 per
1.000 live births in the years 1903-07 (Rashin, 1956:243). Samara 
also showed a negative natural increase until 1896, with 66 per cent 
of deaths being children aged less than five years. Nizhni Novgorod 
showed an improvement in natural increase some years ealier, in 1883.
As expected, there was quite a difference by region. While there 
were only four gubernia in European Russia, primarily in the Western 
area, where urban natural increase was higher than rural, there were 
28 gubernia with rural natural increase of over 1.6 per cent p.a. in 
1911-13 (Rashin, 1956:253). In the two largest cities Moscow and
St Petersburg, foundling homes were established for the unwanted 
children. These homes became part of a chain of human traffic 
between the cities and the countryside, with the Moscow home receiving 
over 17,000 infants annually in the 1880s and dispatching more than
10.000 to 4,418 villages (Ransel, 1978:190). The poverty and 
unsanitary conditions of the villages speeded the foster children out 
of this life. The Moscow Gubernia Zemstvo commissioned demographic 
and sanitation studies which found a higher infant mortality among 
village children where there was a high concentration of foster 
children (Ransel, 1978:212).
In some areas, such as Smolensk Gubernia and Mogilev Gubernia, 
the rural mortality exceeded urban by 40 per cent, but in Estland 
Gubernia and Lifland Gubernia urban mortality was significantly 
higher than rural. These Baltic gubernia of higher urban mortality 
were also the most urbanised outside the capital gubernia. Table 
4.£ shows the growth of urban population in various areas of European 
Russia. It was also in the Baltic gubernia that fertility in urban 
areas was above that in rural areas, for in 39 gubernia, rural fertility 
exceeded urban, in nine of those by over 50 per cent (Rashin, 1956:251).
Therefore, if the natural increase in urban areas was so low, it 
is obvious that the urban population grew almost exclusively through 
rural to urban migration or the extension of urban boundaries. During 
the period 1861-1914, the urban population of European Russia increased 
by three times, growth in absolute numbers being particularly 
significant over the last ten year period. During the years 1863-97
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the urban population increased by six million, but in the 18 years 
1897-1913 the increase was 6.5 million. Table 4.6 shows that the 
urban population of European Russia grew from 6,105,100 in 1863 to 
18,448,700 in 1914, or from 9.9 per cent to 14.4 per cent. The 
capital gubernia experienced steady urban growth as Moscow and St 
Petersburg were magnets to migrants. The industrial and central 
agricultural gubernia were not very urbanised as a result of low 
urban and rural population growth due to heavy out-migration to the 
border areas. Because of the high rate of natural increase, pressure 
on the available land and the continuing economic hardships incidental 
to the emancipation, the number of peasants seeking employment in 
the industries of cities increased rapidly, if intermittently, and 
also emigration to the land on the southern and eastern borders of 
European Russia, which were opened up. The most densely populated 
zone was, by 1910, the southwest end of the densely settled southwest 
to northeast axis. This is evident from Figure 4.7, which shows that 
the western Ukraine held the greatest concentration of rural 
population.
In the early post-reform years, 1861-70, the number of long-term 
passports issued by the police to peasants leaving for extended work 
in urban industries average 59,200 per year. By 1891-1900 the number 
had increased to 184,500 per year (Gliksman, 1960:312). One estimate 
placed out-migration from the central agricultural region in 1885-97 
at around three million or over ten per cent of the region's 
population (Rashin, 1956:97). In New Russia, with large in-migration 
mainly to the rural area, the effects of rural to urban migration 
were outweighed. Rural growth was almost double that of Russia, but 
urban centres managed to grow at a fast pace, as is evident in Figure 
4.8. The urban population increased by 333 per cent during the period 
1859-64 to 1910, being particularly visible in the industrial areas with 
an increase of 484 per cent (Thiede, 1976:133). The concentration of 
urban centres within the Donets coal basin was a result of industrial 
development in the 1880s and 1890s. The 674 per cent growth of mining- 
metallurgy industrial cities is a consequence of this (Thiede, 1976: 
133). Figure 4.8 also displays the growth of Odessa, the largest city 
in New Russia, which more than quadrupled its population through rapid 
economic growth in conjunction with the development of agriculture in 
southern Russia and the rising demand for Russian grain in the markets' 
of Europe (Skinner, 1976:139). Odessa became the major outlet for the
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Figure 4.7
Density of Rural Population in European Russia in 1910. 
(persons per square kilometre)
Source: Parker,1968: 194. See Appendix 3.6 for 
list of gubernia.
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Definitions of the Seven Levels of Central Places
L e v e l D e fin it io n  1 D e fin itio n  11
1 National administrative 
center
National administrative center and 
more populous than any level-3 city
2 Regional center or a capital 
of a decentralized state
Regional center and more populous 
than any levcl-3 city
3- Elevated administrative 
center or a major port 
linking a level-1 or 2 
city to distant areas
Population: 30,000—299,999 and not 
classified at levels 1 or 2
4 Second lowest administra­
tive center or a major 
regional port
Population: 10,000-29,999
5 Lowest administrative 
center
Population: 3,000-9,999
6 Intermediate marketing 
settlement
Population: fewer than 3,000 people 
and an intermediate marketing 
settlement
7 Standard marketing 
settlement
Population: fewer than 3,000 people 
and a standard marketing settle­
ment or an administrative center 
without a periodic market
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p ro d u c e  o f  a v a s t  and  w e a l th y  h i n t e r l a n d .  T a b le  4 .7  shows th e  g row th  
o f  O dessa  from  1863 t o  1897 t o  1914, a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  m ajo r  R u s s ia n  
c i t i e s .  The c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  a r a i l w a y  i n  th e  s i x t i e s  t o  l i n k  O dessa 
w i th  th e  h i n t e r l a n d  and c e n t r a l  R u s s i a ,  e n a b le d  th e  h i n t e r l a n d  t o  be 
t a p p e d  (Hooson, 1 9 5 6 8 :2 5 9 ) .
From T a b le  4 .7  i t  i s  s e e n  t h a t  t h e  h i g h e s t  g row th  o c c u r r e d  i n  t h e  
i n d u s t r i a l  c e n t r e s  o f  t h e  c o u n t r y  such  a s  S t  P e t e r s b u r g ,  Moscow, K ie v ,  
Kharkov and R ig a .  Moscow, a s  an i n d u s t r i a l  a r e a  l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  c e n t r e  
o f  E uropean  R u s s ia  and a t  t h e  j u n c t i o n  o f  th e  r a i l w a y  sy s te m , a t t r a c t e d  
p o p u l a t i o n  w i th  i t s  demand f o r  l a b o u r .  The g u b e r n i a s  s u r r o u n d in g  Moscow 
G u b e rn ia  were r e l a t i v e l y  p o o r ,  w i th  low a g r i c u l t u r a l  p r o d u c t i v i t y  and 
l a c k i n g  a l o c a l  i n d u s t r i a l  b a s e ,  t h e r e f o r e  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  needed  t o  
s u p p le m e n t  t h e i r  income ( T .S .K . ,  1 9 0 4 :4 4 ) .  The g r a d u a l  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  
o f  p o p u l a t i o n  i n  th e  l a r g e r  u rb a n  c e n t r e s  can  be s e e n  i n  F ig u r e  4 .9  
and i n  T ab le  4 . 8 ,  f o r  5 7 .4  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  u rb a n  p o p u l a t i o n  i n  1885 
l i v e d  i n  129 c e n t r e s  o f  g r e a t e r  th a n  20 ,000  p o p u l a t i o n ,  grow ing  to  
6 6 .4  p e r  c e n t  i n  167 c e n t r e s  by 1897. Only 1 1 .7  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  
u rb a n  p o p u l a t i o n  l i v e d  i n  c e n t r e s  o f  l e s s  th a n  5 ,000  p o p u l a t i o n  i n  
1885 and 5 .3  p e r  c e n t  i n  1897. Between 1897 and 1917, c e n t r e s  w i th  a 
p o p u l a t i o n  num bering  o v e r  50 ,000  g rew  by 6 4 .8  p e r  c e n t ;  10 ,000  t o  
50 ,000  p e o p le  by 4 7 .1  p e r  c e n t ;  and w i th  p o p u l a t i o n  u n d e r  10 ,000  by 
o n ly  2 8 .3  p e r  c e n t  (R a sh in ,  1 9 5 6 :1 0 9 ) .
I t  a p p e a r s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  some d i s c r e p a n c y  i n  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  
u rb a n  p o p u l a t i o n .  A c c o rd in g  t o  th e  I m p e r i a l  Census o f  1897, w hich 
r e p o r t e d  th e  u rb a n  p o p u l a t i o n  a s  13 .4  p e r  c e n t  o f  th e  t o t a l ,  t h e r e  
were an a d d i t i o n a l  6 ,7 3 6  ' r u r a l '  s e t t l e m e n t s  w i th  anywhere from 2 ,000  
t o  41 ,000  p o p u l a t i o n ,  many o f  w hich  c o u ld  b e  c o n s id e r e d  u rb a n  by 
E u ropean  s t a n d a r d s  ( T .S .K . ,  1 9 0 5 : i v - v ) .  These ' r u r a l '  s e t t l e m e n t s  
i n c lu d e d  a p o p u l a t i o n  o f  2 3 .2  m i l l i o n ,  w h ic h ,  i f  added  t o  t h e  1 6 .8  
m i l l i o n  p e r s o n s  i n  t h e  932 o f f i c i a l  u rb a n  c e n t r e s ,  would  y i e l d  an 
u rb a n  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  40 m i l l i o n  o r  32 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  t o t a l  (E ason ,
1 9 6 0 :8 2 ) .  The l i s t s  o f  u rb a n  c e n t r e s  i n c l u d e d ,  a lo n g  w i th  t h e  c i t i e s ,
1 2  3 4
v a r i o u s  p l a c e s  such  as  p o s a d y ,  m es te c h k y ,  p r ig o r o d a  and  s lo b o d y .
^A s m a l l  tow n, u s u a l l y  com m erc ia l  o r  s u b u rb a n ,  w i th  u rb a n  and lo w er  
m id d le  c l a s s e s .
2
A s m a l l  tow n, l a r g e r  t h a n  a v i l l a g e .
3
A s u b u rb .
4
A s u b u rb ,  a v i l l a g e  l o c a t e d  on th e  o u t s k i r t s  o f  a c i t y ,  an i n d u s t r i a l  
s u b u r b .
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TABLE 4.7 ; POPULATION OF URBAN CENTRES (>50,000) : 1863, 1897, 1914
(POP'N IN THOUSANDS)
Urban Centre 18631 18972 19143
4Percentage Growth 
1863-97 1897-1914
St Petersburg 539.5 1264.9 2118.5 230 170
Moscow 351.6 1038.6 1762.7 220 170
Riga 77.5 282.2 558.0 360 200
Kiev 68.4 247.7 520.5 260 210
Odessa 119.0 403.8 499.6 340 120
Tiflis 60.8 159.6 307.3 260 190
Tashkent 155.7 271.9 157
Kharkov 52.0 174.0 244.7 330 140
Saratov 84.5 137.1 235.7 160 170
Baku 13.9 111.9 232.2 810 210
Ekaterinoslav 19.9 112.8 211.1 570 190
Vilno 62.2 154.5 203.8 220 130
Kazan 63.1 130.0 194.2 210 150
Rostov-on-Don 29.3 119.5 172.3 410 140
Astrakhan 42.8 112.9 151.5 260 140
Ivanovo-Vosnesensk 11.0 54.2 147.4 490 270
Samara 34.4 90.6 143.8 260 160
Tula 56.8 114.7 139.7 200 120
Omsk 19.5 37.3 134.8 190 360
Kishenev 94.1 108.5 128.2 120 120
Minsk 30.1 90.9 116.7 300 130
Tomsk 21.0 52.2 114.7 250 220
Source: Rashin, 1956, pp.104 1 , „-,2 , 107 , 1082, 110 ~ 934.
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These last four are rather hard to translate. It is difficult to make 
a realistic distinction between city and village because these terms 
are not based on any economic criteria (Thiede, 1976:126).
There were many officially designated villages which had 
developed non-agricultural economic functions as a result of the 
railroad, the development of a national market and industrialisation. 
Among the urban centres of some regions such as Vladimir Gubernia, 
where population in some urban centres was 3,000 and even 1,000, there 
were many villages with an industrial population of up to 5,000 
(Rashin, 1956:100). This phenomenon was not confined to the 
industrial gubernia, but also occurred in the south. The Urals showed 
the least urbanisation, with Perm Gubernia having an urban population 
of 3.2 per cent in 1863 and 4.7 per cent in 1897. However, while the 
1897 urban population of one uezd was 6,400, the Zemstvo Census of 
1888-91 registered 84,700 in the industrial area of the uezd, of whom 
56,000 were not working in agriculture (Rashin, 1956:100). If they 
were in an industrial area and not employed in agriculture, then they 
must have been engaged in industry-related occupations.
Semenov-Tian-Shansky^ considered it essential to classify Russian 
settlements on the basis of their economic function (Thiede, 1976:129). 
He found that by including all industrial centres, the urban population 
of 1897 should be 15 per cent and not 13.4 per cent as stated in the 
Census. Lewis and Leasure (1966:667) arrive at yet another estimate 
of the urban population, this time 9.8 per cent of the total 
population. Their figures are presented in Table 4.9.
According to the 1897 Census the urban population was composed of 
2meschane (4.43 per cent) and the three categories - peasants,
3cossacks and natives (43.5 per cent). The honoured citizens,
4dvoriane and others made up the remaining 12.2 per cent. Table 4.10 
shows that males outnumbered females among the peasants, cossacks and
"^A Russian geographer who published his study in 1910 with the 
Imperial Geographical Society.
2An urban dweller of lower class origin, not enrolled in the merchant 
guilds, but permitted limited commercial rights.
3Privileged title of urban dweller for services, but not hereditary.
4The status of nobility.
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TABLE 4.9 : POPULATION BY ECONOMIC REGION : 1897
Region TotalPopulation
Per Cent 
Urban
Northwest 8,019,875 21.5
West 5,708,883 14.0
Central 15,245,585 12.1
Volga-Viatsk 6,181,344 1.9
Central-Black Soil 8,285,760 7.4
Volga 9,712,792 8.6
Belorussia 6,468,422 6.9
Moldavia 1,534,261 13.4
Southwest 17,553,568 7.2
South 3,759,355 22.7
Done tsk-Dnepr 7,846,363 10.6
North Caucuses 6,225,625 10.1
Transcaucuses 4,595,966 11.5
Ural 9,105,907 5.6
West Siberia 1,975,600 6.5
East Siberia 2,097,908 3.7
Far East 422,564 14.6
Kazakh 4,822,838 2.5
Central Asia 5,444,228 11.4
Total 125,005,974 9.8
Source; Lewis and Leasure, 1966, p.667.
TABLE 4.10 : URBAN POPULATION OF RUSSIA BY SOCIAL STRUCTURE : 1897
Social Category Males Females Total Males per 100 Females
Dvorianstvo 499,400 549,200 1,048,600 6.2 90.9
Clergy 85,300 80,700 166,000 1.0 105.7
Honoured citizenry 96,400 87,500 183,900 1.1 110.1
Merchants 109,900 115,200 225,100 1.3 95.4
Meschane 3,612,900 2,836,400 7,449,300 44.3 94.2
Peasantry 3,820,600 2,705,500 6,526,100 38.8 141.2
Cossacks 101,700 70,200 171,900 1.0 144.9
Indigenous 341,700 277,400 619,100 3.7 123.2
Not reported 94,100 97,000 .191,100 1.1 97.0
Foreign citizens 150,100 97,200 247,300 1.5 154.3
Total 8,912,100 7,916,300 16,828,400 100.0 112.6
Source: Rashin, 1956, pp.122-123.
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natives in particular. The high sex ratios are due to the peasant 
migrants arriving without their families. The Census reported that 
60 per cent of the urban workers in European Russia lived alone, the 
average worker's family consisting of only 1.98 persons, while the 
average family in the population as a whole consisted of 5.63 persons 
(Gliksman, 1960:314). Female factory workers were becoming more 
noticeable, particularly in the textile industry, because they were 
cheaper to hire than men and due to the legislation forbidding the 
employment of children under ten years of age (Glickman, 1977:70). Both 
single and married women suffered under the barbarous conditions, although 
those with children were especially disadvantaged through fines on 
absenteeism over which they had little control, such as taking time off 
to nurse infants. Aside from the conditions, the principal obstacle to 
a satisfactory life for a factory woman was the indecently low wage.
Apart from the legal links tying the peasant to his commune, there 
were also economic and personal ties that bound urban workers to their 
village. There were also economic factors in the urban environment 
which delayed the formation of a permanent industrial labour force.
Life in the horrid employer-owned barracks or in one corner of a 
crowded room was hardly conducive to the natural increase of the 
peasants. The low level of wages was an even more important obstacle 
to the growth of an urban-based labour force. A series of surveys 
conducted in various industrial cities during 1908-10 revealed the 
relationship between the level of wages and the family situation of 
the worker. It was found that only workers who earned at least 400 
rubles a year, that is, skilled or semi-skilled workers, could maintain 
a normal family life, while the majority, who earned less than 300 
rubles on average could not afford to support a wife (Gliksman, 1960:314) . 
A 1908 budget survey of St Petersburg, where the wage level was above 
average, revealed that nine-tenths of workers earning less than 400 
rubles lived alone and only those with wages above 600 rubles tended to 
have families. Therefore, there was a positive correlation between 
the father's wage and the number of children.
The 1897 Census classified the population by place of birth, 
which allows an estimate of the migration process. More than half 
(53.3 per cent) of the urban population of Russia were born in the 
same uezd in which they were resident at the time of the census. The 
urban centres in Siberia contained 40 per cent born in other gubernia, 
by far the greatest proportion. Table 4.11 shows that males made up 
48.2 per cent and females 59.2 per cent of the urban population born
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in the same uezd in European Russia. However, 65 per cent of the male 
urban population in Siberia were not born in the same uezd because of 
the enormous migration to Siberia. On the other hand, the urban 
population of Central Asia included almost 70 per cent of its male 
population being born in the same uezd, in other words, low in- 
migration .
The data is available for each gubernia, with vast differences 
as usual. However, the data does not completely reflect the growth 
of industrial centres from in-migration, as the population of smaller 
centres is included. The large centres contained a far greater 
proportion of in-migrants, but the available data covers only the 
capitals and a number of industrial centres. In the Ukraine, for 
example, the 1897 Census data shows that the immigrant population was 
directly proportional to the size of the urban centre. The proportion 
of migrants in urban centres of various size was as follows: centres
with population more than 100,000 were made up of 61.9 per cent in­
migrants; 50,000-100,000 population with 44.0 per cent; 20,000-50,000 
population with 39.8 per cent; 10,000-20,000 with 32.7 per cent; and 
less than 10,000 population with 15.5 per cent (Rashin, 1956:134).
The area had developed an enormous metallurgical industry, with 
centres like Kharkov and Ekaterinoslav containing suburbs whose 
population depended entirely on factory employment (Portal, 1965:828). 
Industrial development reached a boom period around 1897, and along 
with the rapid growth of industries there was an accompanying growth 
in urban population. Thiede (1976:125-137) found that industrialisation 
was a significant factor in urban growth over the period 1860 to 1910, 
and demonstrated for the eleven major economic regions of European 
Russia a definite positive correlation (correlation coefficient =
0.79) between the increase in numbers of industrial workers and the 
growth of economic cities (Thiede, 1973:16-21).
Rowland, on the other hand, reveals that there was a weak 
relationship between urbanisation and industrialisation by carrying 
out a study of the level of urban in-migration and the proportion of 
the urban population in the manufacturing labour force (1976:121).
From this, he infers that urban in-migrants were not strongly attracted 
by urban manufacturing jobs because of the long working hours, low 
wages, absence of social legislation, the adjustments necessary to 
adapt to such a different job, and the fact that more than half of 
Russian industry was located in rural areas which diverted many
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potential migrants (Rowland, 1976:122). As in many of today's 
developing or underdeveloped countries, the greatest proportion of 
urban in-migrants was involved in the personal services sector of the 
labour force, a sector of considerable underemployment. Breese 
suggests that the migrant is little qualified to do much else (1966:
77). The majority of urban in-migrants were therefore young male 
workers of the peasantry who arrived from nearby rural areas out of 
desperation and took any job in preference to life in the rural areas. 
Rimlinger (1961:212) states that the dispersion of factories in rural 
areas was characteristic of Russian industrial development, the 
consequence of which, was a smaller amount of internal migration of 
factory labour. In evaluating the attraction of urban centres to 
rural migrants it seems that it was not so much the economic attraction 
of the urban centre, rather the acute impoverishment and overpopulation 
in rural areas, which prompted migrants to leave rural areas for urban 
centres.
Industrial development had very limited social results. The 
structure of the peasantry remained the same, for in view of the high 
fertility and great surpluses in rural population which industry could 
absorb only to a limited degree, development of cities and of 
industry was unaccompanied by any rural depopulation (Portal, 1965:
842). By 1914, 74.6 per cent of the population was still in 
agriculture and only 9.6 per cent in the industrial sector (Miller, 
1967:32). The industrial sector was able to benefit by its late 
development because it could acquire the most modern equipment, thus 
making it more capital-intensive. The role of mechanisation in the 
estrangement of peasant labour from agriculture was observed from the 
early 1880s. The labour force of the cotton-spinning and weaving 
factories in the Moscow gubernia contained a high proportion of 
former rural peasants - 95 per cent (Yatsunsky, 1974:119). The 
greater majority of peasants in the urban centres experienced appalling 
conditions of life. The average urban apartment in 1904 in the Empire 
contained eleven people, and in 10 per cent of urban centres the 
average apartment housed twenty (Hamm, 1976:197). Of 1,084 urban 
centres with populations over 10,000, 892 had no established water 
supply and only 16 had sewerage facilities (Hamm, 1976:186). The 
problems were further compounded by the 30 per cent increase in the 
industrial labour force over the years 1910-14 (Haimson, 1964:635).
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The pattern of relations between agriculture and industrial 
development in Russia was different to that in Europe, where large 
industrial centres grew as a result of agricultural production which 
supplied their needs and these centres provided the markets for 
agriculture. In Russia, the supply of produce to urban centres was 
achieved through pressure on peasant incomes and industry relied on 
growing demand for investment goods, largely supported by the govern­
ment. As Chang states: 'Industrial development is a necessary, but
not sufficient condition for agricultural reform and improvement' 
(1949:231). The absence of agrarian reforms in the nineteenth 
century did not prevent industrial development, yet in the case of 
Russia, the growth of industrial output in the early twentieth century 
could not have been attained without the simultaneous modernisation of 
conditions in agriculture. The purpose of the Stolypin Reforms had not 
been primarily economic, but the long-term economic effects may have 
been profound in raising agricultural productivity, increasing internal 
demand for goods and augmenting the supply of labour for industry.
The advent of the First World War and the ensuing Civil War 
prevented these measures from attaining their full impact, which, one 
could speculate, would have resulted in the creation of a class of 
relatively prosperous peasants, with the attached low mortality and 
fertility. The role of the government is particularly significant in 
Russia, which remained industrially backward as a result of the mis­
takes made by the government, the most devastating of which was the 
commune. It robbed the individual peasant of any incentive to improve 
his land, simultaneously retarding the development of industry and 
consequently leading to the government's collapse in 1917. But the 
Russian peasant, 'buffeted and baffled by it all, nevertheless 
survived intact to present a major problem to the Soviet government, 
just as they had presented one to the government of the tsars' 
(Riasanovsky, 1968:284).
Siberia and Russian America
Siberia is an area of Russia with a much smaller population and 
with a land area far greater than that of European Russia. The 
difference between them is wide enough for Siberia to be studied 
separately. During the period under discussion the population 
increased through immigration and higher natural increase. The quality
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of life, as demonstrated by numerous variables was definitely above 
the standard of living which prevailed in European Russia and 
Siberian society was more open to progress.
The population of Siberia grew from 3,141,200 in 1863 to 10,000,700 
in 1914, by over three times (Rashin, 1956:68). It is noticeable from 
Table 4.12 that almost half of the population increase occurred in the 
Tomsk Gubernia as it was closer to European Russia and migrants 
preferred the southern part of this gubernia. The newly settled 
Primorye and Amur Oblasts both showed a high rate of growth, largely as 
a result of migration.
TABLE 4.12 : POPULATION GROWTH OF SIBERIA BY GUBERNIA AND OBLAST :
1863 TO 1 JANUARY 1914
Gubernia
and
Oblast
Population '000 Population Increase
1863 1914 '000 %
Tomsk 716.6 3,999.0 3,282.4 458
Tobolsk 1,105.6 2,054.4 948.8 86
Enisey 323.0 990.4 667.4 207
Zabaikal 352.5 945.7 593.2 168
Irkutsk 365.8 750.2 384.4 105
Primorye 35.1 606.6 570.9 1,597
Yakut 228.1 330.0 101.9 45
Amur 13.9 250.4 2 36.5 1,700
Total 3,141.2 10,000.7 6,859.5 218
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.69.
Data on the destination of migrants is available only from 1896, 
from which time to 1915, over 66 per cent went to Western Siberia, 
almost 20 per cent to Eastern Siberia (Enisey and Irkutsk Gubernia, 
and Zabaikal Oblast) and around 12 per cent to the Far East (Rashin, 
1956:70). The first section of the Trans Siberian Railway was opened 
in 1896 from Cheliabinsk to the Ob River, the next section to 
Irkutsk in 1898 and to Lake Baikal in 1899. Figure 4.10 shows the 
impact of the construction of the railway line, around which is the 
greatest density of migrant population. In the years prior to 
construction of the railway, movement to Siberia was a lengthy and 
hazardous journey. Of the migrants who came between 1885-89 and 
1910-14, 66 per cent came during 1905-14, as seen in Table 4.13. The 
decline around 1904 can be attributed to the Russo-Japanese War and the
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Figure 4.10
Density of Migrant Population.
Source: Treadgold, 1957: 208-9.
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1905 Revolution Disturbances connected with the Boxer Rebellion had 
some effect on the decrease beginning in 1901.
TABLE 4.13 : NUMBER OF MIGRANTS TO SIBERIA : 1885-89 TO 1910-14
Five year period
Number of migrants
'000 Per cent
1885-89 83.9 1.9
1890-94 283.9 6.5
1895-99 820.4 18.7
1900-04 285.7 6.5
1905-09 1,837.4 41.8
1910-14 1,078.9 24.6
Total 4,390.2 100.0
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.70.
Apart from the registered migrants, there were irregular migrants 
who obtained privileges legally restricted to those who followed 
prescribed procedures for resettlement. These involved acquiring a 
certificate of discharge from one commune and enrolment in another.
As well, there were irregular settlers who had completely eluded 
official controls. During the Russo-Japanese War the proportion of 
irregular migrants rose to 80-90 per cent and despite the burdening 
of the railway line with soldiers, 90,000 managed to go on their own 
means. Table 4.14 shows that by 1906 the Stolypin Reforms began to 
take effect and in conjunction with the law of 1904 granting freedom 
of migration, boosted migration to Siberia.
The migrants came from many parts of European Russia, but the 
largest proportion originated in the Central-Black Soil Region and 
Malorussia, where conditions for the peasantry were particularly harsh. 
Table 4.14 shows the distribution of migrants by area of origin.
The earliest wave of migrants originated in two regions, namely 
the Central-Black Soil Belt, the Poltava-Chernigov fringe on the west 
gaining as the 1890s wore on, and the northern end of Orel-Riazan- 
Penza to a lesser extent. The second was the Middle Volga region, 
chiefly the Perm-Viatka-Samara strip. Both regions constituted one 
contiguous arc, the centre of which was the area of greatest 
population density and greatest proportion of serfs prior to 
emancipation. It was there that population grew most rapidly and land
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TABLE 4.14 : MIGRANTS TO SIBERIA BY REGION OF ORIGIN : 1896-1912
Number of
Region Transmigrants
'000
Per Cent
Central-Black Soil 1,086.7 24.0
Malorussia 1,089.6 24.2
New Russia 786.6 17.4
Western 716.6 15.8
Volga 37.9 8.7
Urals 250.9 5.6
Central 80.2 1.8
Northern 26.8 0.5
Baltic 31.5 0.7
Caucuses and Lower 
Volga 58.0 1.3
Total 4,504.8 100.0
Source; Rashin, 1956, p.72.
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TABLE 4.15 : MIGRATION TO SIBERIA : 1887-1913
Year Total Migrants and Scouts
Per cent of 
irregulars Returners
1887 25,137 - 1,885-93
1888 35,848 - 2,302
1889 40,195 - families
1890 48,776 - 3.6% of total
1891 87,432 -
1892 92,146 -
1893 64,321 -
1894 65,500 - -
1895 120,000 - -
1896 190,310 38.4 29,915
1897 86,676 38.9 35,990
1898 202,720 39.8 56,053
1899 223,209 45.5 65,605
1900 219,265 30.0 89,666
1901 120,215 33.2 54,796
1902 110,930 34.5 47,870
1903 125,500 32.8 44,041
1904 46,732 81.7 15,597
1905 44,029 92.6 11,524
1906 216,648 50.8 46,262
1907 567,979 19.7 117,518
1908 758,812 47.7 121,204
1909 707,463 47.9 139,907
1910 353,000 (est. 20.0) (70,000)
1911 226,100 - (64,000)
1912 259,600 - (34,000)
1913
Total
379,900
5,375,353
(23,000)
Source: Treadgold, 1957, p.34.
Figures of returners in parentheses exclude scouts
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allotments the lowest. The peasants had to plow more land to feed 
more people, thus leading to a diminution of pasture, less stock- 
breeding and more cutting of forests.
At first, the peasants were able to seek work as agricultural 
labourers on the Black Sea Steppe or in the budding industrial centres 
of New Russia. The number of passports issued annually from the 
Central regions for temporary outside work was two million (Treadgold, 
1957:92). However, as the demand for transient labour diminished with 
increasing population in the south, Siberia appeared as an alternative, 
although involving permanent migration. This coincided with the famine 
of 1891-92 which provided the impetus bringing the Central-Black Soil 
Gubernia of Chernigov into the picture: 152 emigrants in 1890,
36,198 in 1896 (Treadgold, 1957:92). Figure 4.11 illustrates the ten 
gubernia of European Russia which were the most important gubernia of 
origin. They were also the ones most affected by the departure of 
migrants because emigration was essential in relieving the most 
immediate population pressures and allowing land use reform to occur.
There can be no doubt that the standard of living was higher in 
Siberia than in European Russia. Material conditions improved with 
the length of time spent in Siberia and this occurred even before 
government aid was extended. The comparative economic level of 
migrants shown in Table 4.16 shows that migrants had double the amount 
of land in Siberia, especially earlier migrants.
Kaufman, in a 1880-94 survey of Tomsk migrants, found the amount 
of labour available in a given family to be the most important 
indicator of success. This is brought out in Table 4.17. Grown 
children meant more land could be tilled sooner so large families were 
an asset rather than the problem they had become in overcrowded European 
Russia. Another survey by Kuznetsov of land held by migrants yielded 
the following results: the average family held 3.5 desiatins at home
and 38.3 desiatins in Siberia (Treadgold, 1957:256).
On the question of return migration there are a number of 
estimates. Rashin quotes Lenin, as does Dibb, in stating that there 
was a 60 per cent return migration from Siberia but this seems a 
figure of dubious origin. Treadgold discounts Lenin's estimate as it 
was based on a brochure written by an obscure bureaucrat and not on 
statistics (1957:187). Dibb estimates between 30-40 to almost 60 
per cent return migration in 1900-10, but the source is unknown
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TABLE 4.16 : COMPARATIVE ECONOMIC LEVEL OF MIGRANTS : 1898
At home In Siberia
xeax ui 
Migration % Having No
Horses
>. of des. of 
land/family
% Having 
Horses
No. of des. of 
land/family
1889 83 2.7 94 7.5
1890 85 2.6 94 5.9
1891 82 3.0 94 6.2
1892 81 2.8 96 5.9
1893 79 2.6 94 5.4
1894 78 2.7 94 5.1
1895 72 2.1 88 4.2
1896 74 2.3 90 3.6
1897 85 2.4 97 5.0
1898 81 3.0 93 5.3
Source: 
TABLE
Treadgold, 1957, 
4.17 : EXTENT OF
p.101.
MIGRANT TILLAGE IN SIBERIA, BY NUMBER OF
WORKERS PER FAMILY, TOMSK : 1880-94
In Migrant Families Av. Household Tilled (des.)
Sowing up 
to 1 des. 
(%)
With 1 or No 
Horse 
(%)
With none or half a worker 1.9 56.7 64.7
1 Worker 2.7 33.1 44.5
1.5-2.5 workers 5.1 13.2 19.8
3 or more 8.7 5.8 5.6
Source: Treadgold, 1957, p.102.
(1972:170). From table 4.15 it is apparent that returners made up 
30-40 per cent until 1905, when they declined to 20 per cent. The peak 
of the return movement was attained not in 1907 but in 1910, declining 
thereafter. A large proportion of returners were scouts, for example, 
in 1907 90,323 were scouts out of 117,518 returners. Yet another 
estimate is made by Gurvich, who stated that 1.5 per cent returned in 
1882-83, 11 per cent in 1896 and 18 per cent in 1897, of whom 69 per 
cent were refused official permission to migrate (Treadgold, 1957:103). 
Out of the 10 per cent who returned in 1896-1909, 66 per cent were 
irregular migrants. Half of the returners actually went to better
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parts of Siberia and not back to European Russia, for example, in 
1909, out of 16,500 returners, 8,754 went to other areas in Siberia 
(Treadgold, 1957:173).
It seems highly unlikely that a proportion as high as 60 per 
cent would return, given the statistics which confirm that the Siberian 
migrant had, on average, more land, cattle, grain and implements than 
the average European Russian peasant. A survey of 60,000 families in 
765 settlements over 15 years to 1910 showed that the average migrant 
had 1.5-2.0 times the number of cattle he had on arrival, an average 
productivity per desiatin of 50 rubles compared with 30 rubles in 
European Russia, and an average yield of 60 puds per desiatin of rye,
62 puds of wheat and 75 puds of oats, against 50, 40 and 47 puds 
respectively in European Russia (Treadgold, 1957:172). The Chief 
Administration of Land Settlement took great pains to resettle 
migrants in suitable areas. They provided migrant points, gave 
agronomic assistance, loans and food in the case of harvest failure.
Siberia has long been synonymous in Western eyes with exile to 
the salt mines. The exiles certainly existed as Table 4.18 shows that 
in 1898 there were 300,000 exiles plus 65,000 dependents. More than 
half of the exiles (52.12 per cent) were administrative exiles, most 
of whom had families. These were exiled for political or social 
reasons and were sent largely to the Far East or Yakutsk Oblast in 
order to keep them away from cities and the more densely settled 
regions. Of those exiled for resettlement, 81.5 per cent were single. 
The category of those exiled for labour contained virtually no married 
people as most exiles were punished for loitering or vagrancy (Margolis, 
1975:225). The smallest category (2.17 per cent) was those exiled 
for life, of whom 84.85^were males.
The Russian geographer Pokshishevsky states that the growth of 
urban population was essentially an intraregional process. Table 
4.19 shows that almost half (46.1 per cent) of the urban population of 
1897 was born in the same uezd. It must be mentioned that a significant 
proportion of those not born in Siberia were actually from Siberian 
villages. These were first generation migrants to the urban centres or 
temporary residents, therefore the role of the village was more 
important for urban growth than is evident.
Figure 4.12 presents a picture of the growth of cities in Asiatic 
Russia. Growth was concentrated in Central Asia, the western part of
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Figure 4.12
City Growth in Asiatic Russia : 1883-97 and 1897-1913.
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TABLE 4.19 : URBAN POPULATION BY PLACE OF BIRTH, SIBERIA, 1897 CENSUS
Place of Birth Number'000 Per cent
Born in same uezd 233.3 46.1
Born elsewhere:
Other uezd, same gubernia 72.3 14.3
Other Siberian gubernia 45.4 9.0
Non-Siberian born 154.7 30.6
Total 505.7 100.0
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.135.
On the basis of data from Tobolsk, Tomsk,
Eniseisk, Irkutsk Gubernia and Zabaikal 
Oblast and certain uezdy of the Stepnoy Kray.
Siberia and along the railway line. Administrative centres for the 
newly settled margins of the country, such as Orenburg and Irkutsk, 
and the non-Russian colonial areas such as Tashkent and Tiflis grew 
rapidly. Central Asian urban population increased most to 1897, but 
the Siberian urban population gathered momentum thereafter, as seen in 
Table 4.20.
The most eastern region of Russia was the territory known as 
Russian America, called Alaska and it extended to California at one 
time. After the Crimean War had depleted the Russian treasury, Russian 
America was sold in 1867 to replenish the treasury and unload an 
unprofitable colony (Gibson, 1976:28). The majority of the Russian 
population (74 per cent) were concentrated in New Archangel, now 
called Sitka, the colonial metropolis. Table 4.21 shows the 
distribution of population of Russian America in 1862 and the Appendix 
4.4 a graphical presentation. Another source gives the European 
population of New Archangel in 1863 as 480 males and 50 females, while 
the Creoles numbered 210 males and 300 females (Tikhmenev, 1978:372). 
The Creoles were known as colonial citizens with the same rights as 
the Russian meschanstvo, and their number is indicative of the number 
of mixed marriages and liaisons (Tikhmenev, 1978:446). It is 
surprising that the capital actually boasted a forty bed hospital run 
by two doctors and a number of surgeon's assistants in districts, as 
a result of which epidemics did not break out during the period. With 
the sale of Alaska, the Eastern boundary of Imperial Russia receded to 
the Siberian coast.
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TABLE 4.21 : THE POPULATION OF RUSSIAN AMERICA : 1862
Subdivision Russians Foreigners Creoles Indigenous Total
New Archangel 424 5 485 74 988
Kodiak 85 - 852 5,049 5,986
Unalaska* 4 - 217 1,138 1,359
Northern 29 - 110 406 545
Atka 4 - 195 772 971
Kurile 1 - 10 242 253
Kenai Coal Mine 30 1 23 - 54
Total 577 6 1,892 7,681 10,156
* Including the Pribilofs
Source: Gibson, 1976, p.26.
The migration to Siberia resulted in the creation of a new society 
which had a higher level of prosperity and a greater degree of social 
flexibility than European Russia. The resultant society was more like 
that of America than the Russian society from which it stemmed. The 
Siberian commune knew no periodic redistribution nor any form of 
equalisation. The life of the Siberian peasantry suggested both to 
the officials and to the peasants themselves, what the Russian 
peasantry could become. The Prime Minister warned in 1910 that Siberia 
is 'an enormous, rudely democratic country, which will soon throttle 
European Russia' (Treadgold, 1957:159). It was the democratic state 
of mind which impressed and perplexed Stolypin in Siberia, troubling 
him that it may ultimately lead to secession.
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Chapter 5
St Petersburg:
A Demographic History, 1703-1914
'St Petersburg, compared with the large cities of Europe, 
and even of Russia, has the highest incidence of 
mortality in general and the highest death rate from 
infectious diseases'.
British Consul A. P. Woodhouse, 1909 
(Bater, 1976:352)
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During the first fifteen years the population of St Petersburg 
grew by thousands of workers who were sent from various regions of 
Russia to build the city and to work in industries there. In 1710 
there was already a permanent population of 8,000 and an order was 
issued to send 4,720 craftsmen with families for permanent settlement 
(Pukinsky, 1974:88). Given the conditions of serfdom and an absolute 
autocracy, it was not difficult to assemble workers, but it was 
another problem to feed and house them and there were tremendous 
losses.
By the end of Peter I reign St Petersburg had a population of 
over 40,000, which represented one-eighth of Russia's urban 
population (Och.I.L., 1970:102). The city grew with each influx of 
workers, many of whom came to find employment in the city's 
burgeoning industries. The population increased to 75,000 in the 
late 1730s and 95,000 by 1750, of whom only 39 per cent were female 
(Entsiklopedichesky Slovar, 1900:295). The phenomenon of male 
preponderance among the population became evident from these early 
years and persisted throughout the city's history. This was not 
unexpected since the majority of in-migrants were obrok-paying male 
peasants and so the female proportion in the city sometimes declined 
to as low as 32 per cent in 1789 and 30 per cent in 1800 (Bater, 1976:
70) .
Data on natural increase in the city are available only from 
1764 and are presented in Table 5.1, from which can be seen that the 
birth rate in the last half of the eighteenth century ranged from 30.5 
to 32.3 per 1,000 and the death rate from 26.9 to 31.5 per 1,000, thus 
leaving an average annual decrease of 3.*4 per 1,000. During this period 
(1784) the first city hospital was opened and mortality therein was 
one out of seven patients (Pukinsky, 1974:103). A lying-in hospital 
was founded in 1771, but in those days such places served to spread 
disease such as puerperal fever. Prior to that there were only ten 
registered midwives for the whole city.
Population growth was slow in the late 1780s and the 1790s, but 
that is in line with the experience of Russia as a whole. According 
to Kabuzan, the growth rate declined because of the increased feudal 
oppression and the distribution of court and nobility serfs to land- 
owners. This was also a time of war - with Turkey in 1787-1791 and 
with Sweden in 1788-1790, which meant heavy recruitment totalling 
642,750 men over a 13 year period (Sherlaimoff, 1978:16). In those times
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TABLE 5.1 ; NATURAL INCREASE, ST PETERSBURG : 1764-1860
Period Births per 1,000
Deaths 
per 1,000
Natural
Increase
1764-1770 31.9 29.2 2.7
1771-1780 32.1 26.9 5.2
1781-1790 30.5 31.4 - 0.9
1791-1800 32.3 31.5 0.8
1801-1810 29 .0 36.3 - 7.3
1811-1820 23.0 27.2 - 4.1
1821-1830 21.5 21.7 - 0.2
1831-1840 24.3 30.6 - 6.3
1841-1850 31.5 42.7 -11.2
1851-1860 34.4 42.5 - 8.1
1764-1860 28.4 31.8 - 3.4
Source; Rashin, 1956, p.233.
the period of recruitment was for 25 years and only a small proportion 
returned home after surviving so many years in the forces (Seton- 
Watson, 1960).
From 1801 onwards, there was a natural decrease in the population 
of St Petersburg, although in-migration was able to keep the 
population growing as is evident from Figure 5.1. The death rate 
increased from 36.3 per 1,000 to 43.0 from 1801-10 to 1841-60, while 
the death of females and the small number of families among in­
migrants meant that the absolute number of births was low. Many of 
the births were illegitimate and an increasing number found their way 
to the St Petersburg Foundling Home, of whom 25 per cent died during 
the first six weeks (Bater, 1976:113). At one stage (1825) the proportion 
of females in the city reached a low of 28.5 per cent when peasants 
converged to clear the debris from the preceding year's flood. The 
population did not grow steadily over the first half of the nineteenth 
century, for example, Table 5.2 shows that population was lower in 
1801, 1802, 1803 than in 1800.
The period 1811-15 was occupied entirely by war with France.
While the rest of the country experienced a low growth rate of 0.24 
per cent p.a. due to the disruptions of movement away from the advance 
of Napoleon's army and fall in fertility in the affected regions. The 
war resulted in a large recruitment program and the war losses were 
high. Added to this, the standard of health of the population was very 
low because of famine (Kabuzan, 1971:8). St Petersburg benefited from
Figure 5.1
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TABLE 5.2 : POPULATION BY SEX, ST PETERSBURG ; 
VARIOUS YEARS 1800-1853
Year Male Females Total
1800 153,590 66,618 220,208
1801 148,591 53,552 202,143
1802 152,465 60,902 213,367
1803 155,315 59,604 214,919
1804 187,230 83,907 271,137
1815 281,709 104,285 385,994
1818 286,285 100,000 386,285
1824 319,233 125,091 444,324
1825 313,021 125,091 438,112
1828 324,173 124,476 448,649
1831 316,211 132,010 448,221
1832 294,468 154,900 449,368
1833 291,290 153,845 445,135
1834 288,766 152,612 441,378
1835 291,742 153,218 444,960
1836 330,564 121,410 451,974
1838 333,669 136,051 469,720
1839 337,512 138,874 476,386
1840 337,612 132,590 470,202
1843 292,791 150,569 443,360
1853 343,882 179,839 523,721
Source: Kopanev, 1957, p.17.
the exodus out of Moscow and other regions, so its growth soared.
Circumstances continued to depress population growth from 1815 to 
1833 in Russia, thus making St Petersburg more attractive to peasants 
who came in search of employment. For instance, there was a famine 
over the whole country in 1820-21 as well as frequent harvest 
failures in 1817-18, 1822, 1823, 1824 and 1827 (Kabuzan, 1971:8). The 
growth rate declined over the period 1833-50 as a result of the 
frequent and widespread harvest failures of 1833-46 and 1848-49. 
Following on the heels of the harvest failures were famines, which were 
most severe in 1839 and 1843. Cholera was prevalent in all regions 
between 1847 and 1849, and in 1848 alone, there were 668,012 deaths 
from cholera (Kabuzan, 1973:8). St Petersburg was certainly affected by 
cholera, as the mortality surged to 65.5 per 1,000 in 1848 (Rashin, 
1956:233).
The increase in in-migrants to St Petersburg can be related to the 
number of harvest failures in the 1830s and 1840s, and the 
deteriorating conditions of living off the land. Agricultural
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techniques were backward and the whole sphere of agriculture needed 
modernisation. The arrival of peasants coincided with the emergence 
of new industries in the suburbs of St Petersburg, particularly cotton 
and machinery, which eventually became its two major industries 
(Blackwell, 1968:114). The peasants kept streaming in despite the legal 
difficulty involved. Migrating to St Petersburg or any town meant 
that the peasant had to obtain official permission from the police 
and to get his passport renewed in his village annually. Harvest 
failures continued to occur in 1850-52, 1854 and 1855. Mortality 
remained high in St Petersburg at around 52 per 1,000 in 1855-56 
(Rashin, 1956:233).
Then, in 1861, Czar Alexander II initiated emancipation of the 
serfs, a move which unleashed a volley of social and economic changes 
on St Petersburg. The year 1861 is generally recognised as a turning 
point for Russian political and economic development, when extensive 
agrarian and administrative reforms were introduced. The czarist 
government embarked on a new course, a program of modernisation. But, 
although there was an influx of foreign capital and technology, 
political institutions failed to keep up with social and economic 
changes. Thus, while there was a growth of Russian industrial and 
commercial capitalism, there was also stagnation and instability.
In the few years immediately following emancipation, there was 
no spurt in population growth in St Petersburg, but the situation had 
changed by 1869. During the decade the city absorbed many thousands 
of peasants who gravitated to the city seeking work or were forced 
to leave the countryside by the impoverishing conditions.
In order to assess the extent of the seasonal variation in 
migration and determine the population of St Petersburg, the Imperial 
Russian Geographical Society recommended that a one-day census be 
conducted. The Central Statistical Committee of the Ministry of 
Internal Affairs eventually commenced enumeration in the middle of 
December 1864, but this census is usually referred to as the 1864 
Census. Collection of data involved the police obtaining information 
from 'name-books', which owners of every residential building were 
compelled to keep up to date. However, the census failed to 
distinguish between the permanent residents and migrants, so another 
census was undertaken on 10 December 1869, with the aim of obtaining a 
detailed panorama of the social composition of the city (Zelnik, 1971:220)
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Questionnaires were distributed to the head of each apartment and 
the enumerator conducted a personal interview in cases of illiteracy.
The 1869 Census enumerated the population at 667,207, thus 
ranking St Petersburg fifth after London, Paris, Berlin and Vienna 
(Bater, 1976:165). It is interesting that the St Petersburg police 
gathered data for 1869 which enabled Zelnik to derive an estimate for 
the whole population which is close to the census total - 679,357 
(Zelnik, 1971:223). Although the population grew by 24 per cent over 
the intercensal period, it was the inner-city districts which 
experienced the greatest relative and absolute share of the increase. 
Just to give an indication of the overcrowded conditions in these 
districts, it is worth mentioning that the Spasskaya district 
contained one ward with a density of more than 72,000 per square 
kilometre and another two wards with over 51,000 persons per square 
kilometre (Bater, 1976:166). The periphery of the city was not the 
place for new arrivals to live due to the hopeless public transport 
system which made travel to work in the city difficult, if not 
impossible.
Such overcrowding and congestion posed a severe threat to public 
health standards with the consequence that mortality was extremely 
high, particularly among the lower classes. Figure 5.2 clearly shows 
the excess of deaths over births, by over 16,000 in 1855 and 1856.
The crude death rate was around 42 per 1,000 during 1851-60, rising 
to 57 per 1,000 in 1865 as a result of a disastrous typhus epidemic, 
declining slightly in the cholera year that followed (Zelnik, 1971:
241). Although mortality then declined due to a reduction in the 
incidence of disease (mainly cholera and recurrent fever) after 1866, 
the decline was temporary as Figure 5.2 shows. The year 1870 saw 
the resurgence of cholera and the appearance of smallpox. In 1872 
alone, there were 3,000 deaths from smallpox and over 2,600 deaths 
from cholera (Zelnik, 1971:412). A glance at Table 5.3 shows that 
the natural decrease continued until 1881-85. At least 50 per cent of 
all deaths in the late 1860s were due to diseases such as cholera, 
smallpox, syphilis, typhus and measles (Entsiklopedichesky Slovar, 
vo1. LVI, 1900:317).
St Petersburg became known as the unhealthiest capital in Europe. 
The Central Statistical Committee which carried out a detailed study 
of death in the capital from 1856 to 1865, found that while the death
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TABLE 5.3 : NATURAL INCREASE, ST PETERSBURG : 1861-1915
Period Births per 1,000
Deaths 
per 1,000
Natural
Increase
1861-1865 38.1 41.4 -3.3
1866-1870 30.2 38.8 -8.6
1871-1875 31.2 32.3 -1.1
1876-1880 30.2 33.3 -3.1
1881-1885 30.8 33.1 -2.3
1886-1890 31.6 27.9 3.7
1891-1895 30.8 26.3 4.5
1896-1900 30.3 25.6 4.7
1901-1905 30.5 24.7 5.8
1906-1910 30.9 26.3 4.6
1911-1915 26.1 21.9 4.2
1861-1915 31.0 30.1 0.9
Source: Rashin, 1956, p.234.
rate was in the range 25 to 29 per 1,000 in London, Paris and 
Brussels, only Vienna and St Petersburg registered 40.5 and 42.4 
respectively (Bater, 1976:186). An analysis of deaths by season 
showed that most deaths took place in the spring (29.5 per cent) and 
summer (27.1 per cent) months, and only 24.3 per cent in winter 
months (Bater, 1976:187). This was different to the experience of 
other European cities. It was during the spring and summer months 
that St Petersburg was inundated by peasants, who, having travelled 
(mainly by foot) great distances and then spent time in search of work, 
were in a weakened state of health conducive to disease and death.
This influx of peasants can probably be linked with the unfreezing of 
the Neva in May and the dissemination of disease through polluted 
drinking water.
A survey carried out by Dr F. Erisman in early 1871 showed that 
40 per cent of cellar dwellings were inundated to some degree (Zelnik, 
1971 :243). Conditions were worst in these cellars, which were often 
under water and suffered from the annual flood. However, the housing 
shortage was so critical that the presence of water was not sufficient 
to deter occupancy and so diseases like cholera and typhus were 
encouraged. The average number of persons living in cellars was 5.8, 
but in some districts was as high as 8.2 and 9.4 (Bater, 1976:176).
The average number of inhabitants per room on the third floor was 6.5, 
but ranged from 3.4 to 10.9. Those not fortunate to rent a room for
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their families or artel were forced to rent the corner of a room or 
ugol which became very common.
Added to the awful housing situation was the sorry state of 
municipal services. The growing volume of domestic sewerage was a 
serious health hazard. An 1869 estimate of the filth piling up in 
city courtyards amounted to 1.8 million puds (over 30,000 tons). It 
is small wonder that epidemics were regular (Zelnik, 1971 :243). The 
method of collecting and disposing of waste involved storage of waste 
in courtyards until unimpeded access to the courtyard became impossible 
and so the contents of the barrels were emptied into the nearest canal. 
These same canals connected up with the Neva River, which was the 
sole source for the municipal water system. It was dangerous to 
consume unboiled water because of the level of. organic impurities.
The water distribution network serviced only a small percentage of 
the population: only 1,795 out of 8,242 buildings surveyed in the
1869 Census had running water and most of these only in the court­
yards (Bater, 1976:182).
The chief victims of epidemics were the peasants. It was noted 
by the police that the factory workers were the first to become 
infected and these became a source of infection among the rest of the 
lower classes. However, nobody appears to have related these constant 
visitations by epidemics with social conditions, and the numerous 
reports churned out by the police and various committees stress the 
harmful effects of atmospheric conditions in St Petersburg as an 
explanation for the spread of diseases. Hospitals were overcrowded 
and of the 900 medical doctors practising in 1869, only a few worked 
as sanitary inspectors for the police, who 'when it came to 
subversive activities were methodical in their investigations; when 
it came to sanitation and disease they were frequently cavalier'
(Bater, 1976:185).
Eventually, a Dr G. I. Arkhangelsky, basing his analysis on data 
collected by the Central Statistical Committee examined death and 
disease in terms of the unhealthy and deteriorating conditions in the 
city and attacked St Petersburg officials for their approach to the 
health problems of the poor (Zelnik, 1971:270). He also attacked the 
landlords for their failure to deal with the immense accumulation of 
excrement and garbage, thereby being responsible for disease.
According to Bater and Zelnik, the shocking poverty reduced 
standards of public morality, the most obvious signs being
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prostitution, veneral disease and illegitimacy. The 1869 Census 
recorded over 2,000 prostitutes, increasing to 4,400 in 1870, but 
did not take into account the1 unregistered prostitutes, whose 
increase was reflected in the rising frequency of syphilis cases 
(6,353 known cases in 1861; 14,895 in 1868) (Zelnik, 1971:251).
Many of the infected never reached a hospital or received treatment 
and who knows how many died. One estimate placed the number of 
syphilitic patients at 45 per 1,000 (Bater, 1976:203) . The increase 
in prostitution can be related to the predominance of male peasants, 
the existence of large garrison forces of single men, combined with 
the extreme poverty.
Illegitimacy had climbed to a rate of 25 per cent of all births 
by the end of the 1860s, from one-eighth at the beginning of the 
century (Bater, 1976:201). More children were being left at the 
Foundling Home because the birth of an additional child was a burden
to the poor - about 30 per cent of all children born between 1851-70
lw<i b<»~-*V\S
ended up there. The mortality rate was around 200per 1,000/during
liv 'd  b<«~+6sthe period, but the infant mortality rate was 75 per i,oocyat the Home
l i  v 'd -  fc>‘l »"’t-b lSand over 80 per l.oocyin peasant households where foundling babies were 
sent (Entsiklopedichesky Slovar, vol. XIII, 1900:277).
In addition, drunkenness became a major problem to the point 
where one in every 260 persons was an alcoholic (Bater, 1976:207).
The number of persons treated for extreme intoxication, delirium 
tremens and so on increased, as did the percentage of fatal cases.
It seems that heavy drinking was endemic among the lower classes in the 
1860s - affecting both factory workers and others to a similar degree.
The average annual increase of population in 1850-70 was double 
that in the previous 100 years (4,000 per annum) and from 1870 to 1890 
averaged 15,000 (Entsiklopedichesky Slovar, Vol. LVI, 1900:312-13). 
Thereafter, until 1914, the growth was 50,000 per annum despite the 
depression of the 1890s. After the economic improvement of 1908 the 
population boomed with an increase of 107,000 in 1913 as is seen in 
Figure 5.3.
The city had been growing due to immigration and not natural 
increase, a phenomenon which continued until the early 1880s when the 
death rate plunged, probably as a result of improvements in public 
sanitation, greater awareness of personal hygiene and material progress 
of the working classes. However, epidemics continued to occur
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regularly. The birth and death rates fell after 1908 and the 
consonant nature of this is evident from Figure 5.2.
During the period 1861-1915, the death rate averaged 30.1 per
1.000 and the birth rate 31.0, thus leaving an insignificant natural 
increase of 0.9 per 1,000. The natural increase improved over the 
last few decades, even though the natural increase was only 4.6 per
1.000 in 1886-1915. The infant mortality rate oscillated between 22.8 
to 28.3 per 100 live births during 1887-1915 (Rashin, 1956:235). It 
was observed that since 1764, mortality had exceeded 40 per 1,000 on 
21 occasions which coincided with years of cholera epidemics.
The 1897 Census of Imperial Russia was the first and only modern 
census taken in the Empire. St Petersburg can be divided into two 
sections, namely the 12 administrative districts in the city and the 
surrounding suburbs. Most of the following discussion covers the 
combined population, which was 1,264,920 of whom 1,130,376 were in the 
city and 134,544 in the suburbs (T.S.K.b, 1903:VIII).
Table 5.4 presents the single age distribution of the population 
and a glance at Figure 5.4 will reveal the extent of age heaping. 
Calculation of Myer's Index shows 6.68 for males and 13.04 for females. 
Both males and females show a marked preference for ages ending in 
the digits 0 and 5. The least preferred numbers are those ending with 
four, nine and one. See Appendix for calculations. It can be seen 
from the above-mentioned Figure that females outnumber males in the age 
group from birth to 10 years, while from then on to age 49 males 
greatly outnumber females, especially in the 20-25 age group. How­
ever, from age 50 on, females predominate, being double that of males 
at ages over 60. To this must be added that immigrant females are 
more likely to remain than males, a sizeable proportion of whom return 
to their former homes in their old age. The sex ratio (number of 
males per 100 females) is presented in Table 5.5, comparing St 
Petersburg with Moscow, which follows a similar pattern, although 
higher. The high sex ratio in the 10-29 age group is explained by 
the presence of troops and single men studying and working.
It is of some interest at this point to make a comparison of the 
age distribution of the population of St Petersburg with that of other 
European capitals, such as London at the 1901 Census and Berlin at the 
1895 Census. The comparison serves to underline the unusual 
composition of St Petersburg. For instance, it is clear from
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TABLE 5.4 : AGE DISTRIBUTION BY SEXy ST PETERSBURG ; 1897 CENSUS
Age Males Females Age Males Females
0 14,211 13,946 51 3,308 3,427
1 9,876 9,733 52 4,292 4,796
2 9,872 10,027 53 3,655 4,129
3 9,189 9,141 54 3,265 3,804
4 8,806 8,981 55 3,799 5,222
5 8,442 8,924 56 3,303 4,528
6 8,254 8,502 57 2,697 3,659
7 7,659 8,160 58 2,416 3,499
8 7,381 7,817 59 1,839 2,623
9 7,015 7,408 60 2,949 5,837
10 7,290 7,542 61 1,346 2,087
11 7,084 7,099 62 1,768 2,849
12 7,351 8,140 63 1,674 2,782
13 10,708 7,726 64 1,304 2,334
14 12,855 7,699 65 1,730 3,554
15 14,052 8,180 66 1,291 2,453
16 15,637 9,422 67 1,321 2,649
17 16,907 10,483 68 927 2,089
18 18,608 11,190 69 722 1,555
19 19,235 12,059 70 1,082 2,901
20 19,967 13,723 71 464 1,156
21 23,159 11,659 72 660 1,473
22 24,281 14,314 73 511 1,244
23 24,595 14,198 74 406 1,126
24 22,560 12,916 75 533 1,292
25 19,390 14,060 76 361 950
26 19,895 13,296 77 234 781
27 19,002 12,733 78 244 740
28 18,358 13,783 79 157 399
29 15,856 10,549 80 219 723
30 18,884 15,334 81 64 236
31 12,659 8,512 82 68 298
32 15,743 11,378 83 59 214
33 14,227 10,659 84 57 184
34 12,006 9,099 85 72 230
35 13,870 11,914 86 39 147
36 13,678 10,568 87 38 99
37 12,147 9,733 88 15 90
38 11,492 10,182 89 14 52
39 9,267 7,511 90 19 74
40 11,351 11,524 91 9 21
41 7,042 5,264 92 6 19
42 9,372 7,554 93 5 20
43 8,177 6,415 94 3 13
44 6,775 5,763 95 5 20
45 8,039 8,301 96 6 11
46 6,740 6,051 97 - 16
47 5,499 5,471 98 5 7
48 5,987 6,268 99 - 4
49 4,580 4,518 100+ 2 24
50 6,131 7,916 Unknown 543 467
Total 692,667 572,253
Source: T.S.K.b, 1903: 8/9
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Figure 5.4
Single Age Distribution by Sex, St. Petersburg : 1897 Census.
Males
Females
70 7555 6035 4015 20
Source:
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TABLE 5.5 : SEX RATIO BY AGE GROUP, ST PETERSBURG, MOSCOW :
1897 CENSUS
Age Group St Petersburg Moscow
<10 97.9 98.8
10-19 147.1 168.4
20-29 157.7 170.1
30-39 127.7 141.4
40-49 109.6 122.5
50-59 79.6 84.8
60+ 47.7 52.2
Unknown 116.3 118.3
Source: T.S.K.b, 1903: XIV.
T.S.K.a, 1904: XVII.
Table 5.6 that Berlin has an imbalance of males at the very young ages, 
although in the 0-10 age group the proportion is markedly higher, 19.6 
per cent as compared with 13.7 per cent in St Petersburg. The figure 
for London is higher still, particularly for males (22.5 per cent).
The 11-20 year age group in St Petersburg has a higher proportion than 
either London or Berlin as does the 21-40 age group. The female 
population of Berlin is closer to that of St Petersburg, although 
Berlin does not attract so many workers as St Petersburg. The 
proportion of females in the 21-66 year age group i.e. the working 
ages, is 59.7 per cent in St Petersburg compared with 52.2 per cent in 
London, but the proportion in old ages comes close to that of London.
The age distribution in Moscow, however, comes much closer to that of 
St Petersburg than Berlin or London.
The capital appears to attract ever younger workers, pulling away 
people from the land. From Table 5.7 it can be seen that the proportion 
in the 0-10 age group increased over the period 1869-1897 from 10.7 per 
cent to 13.7 per cent for males and 14.3 per cent to 16.7 per cent for 
females. The 1897 Census attributes this not to an increasing birth 
rate but to the fact that children present an obstacle to women wishing
# i - w  * * C
to move to St Petersburg; workers bring the children
with them
o'u.Ci^  cfu.^ j&xuui <$£'", n, ^  MC' C'C? suC
Table 5.7 also shows that the male population aged 0-40 almost
doubled and the female population 0-40 years more than doubled over the 
period 1869-1897. The male population aged 41-80 increased ±h times, 
while the female population increased 1-3/4 times in ages 41-70 and
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TABLE 5.7 : AGE DISTRIBUTION BY SEX, :ST PETERSBURG, CITY DISTRICTS
1869, 1881 , 1890 AND 1897
Year Age Group Males Females
Number % Number %
1869 0-10 40,493 10.7 41,390 14.3
11-20 73,687 19.6 44,715 15.4
21-30 110,725 29.3 65,024 22.5
31-40 72,796 19.4 55.375 19.1
41-50 46,223 12.2 39,524 13.6
51-60 21,596 5.7 23,221 8.0
61-70 8,811 2.3 13,556 4.7
71-80 2,346 0.6 5,114 1.8
81+ 377 0.1 1,077 0.3
Unknown 326 0.1 831 0.3
Total 100.0 100.0
1881 0-10 58,099 12.3 59,228 15.3
11-20 106,015 22.3 69,144 17.8
21-30 142,212 30.0 93.188 24.0
31-40 81,661 17.3 67,600 17.5
41-50 46,987 9.9 46,128 11.9
51-60 25,511 5.3 30,081 7.7
61-70 9,369 2.0 15,923 4.1
71-80 2,244 0.5 5,215 1.3
81+ 335 0.1 1,091 0.3
Unknown 796 0.3 476 0.1
Total 100.0 100.0
1890 0-10 68,637 13.4 70,297 15.9
11-20 108,607 21.2 71,313 16.1
21-30 152,235 29.7 104,186 23.5
31-40 91,410 17.8 77,623 17.7
41-50 51,253 10.0 52,971 12.0
51-60 25,580 5.0 34,638 7.8
61-70 11,246 2. 2 21,478 4.9
71-80 2,750 0.5 7,368 1.7
81+ 402 0.1 1,324 0.3
Unknown 598 0.1 484 0.1
Total 100.0 100.0
1897 0-10 84,322 13.7 86,096 16.7
11-20 131,003 21.3 87,038 16.9
21-30 184,556 30.0 120,215 23.3
31-40 110,922 18.0 91,414 17.8
41-50 60,340 9.8 57,684 11.2
51-60 28,243 4.6 37,968 7.4
61-70 11,687 1.9 23,320 4.5
71-80 3,323 0.5 9,248 1.8
81+ 423 0.1 1,648 0.3
Unknown 510 0.1 416 0.1
Total 100.0 100.0
Source: T.S.K.b, 1903:xi.
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almost doubled in ages 71-80. Generally the population of St 
Petersburg became younger. The average age for males falls gradually 
as does that for females, but it is higher than that for males and 
in 1897 is higher than in 1881 and 1890. This can be seen in Table 
5.8 which also shows that the average age in Moscow falls faster than 
in St Petersburg, from 33.51 to 31.67 for males over the period 1871 
to 1897. Among females the fall is more marked - from 36.35 to 33.15, 
and in 1897 is exactly one year less than in St Petersburg.
TABLE 5.8 : AVERAGE AGE; ST PETERSBURG, MOSCOW : CENSUS YEARS
Year Males Females
St Petersburg
1869 32.27 35.61
1881 31.72 34.13
1890 31.67 33.78
1897 31.33 34.15
Moscow
1871 33.51 36.35
1882 32.61 35.90
1897 31.67 33.15
Source; T.S.K.b, 1903: XIII.
T.S.K.a, 1904: XVI.
In noting the transient nature of the population, the figures 
on place of birth highlight the major reasons for the growth of St 
Petersburg, namely immigrants. Only 25.9 per cent of males and 37.9 
per cent of females were born in St Petersburg (T.S.K.b, 1903:XV).
Of the total population, 60.4 per cent were born in other gubernia, 
7.0 per cent in St Petersburg gubernia and 1.3 per cent abroo.d of 
whom 57.7 per cent were German citizens and 11.4 per cent British 
(T.S.K.b, 1903:XXII).
Although St Petersburg, as a large urban centre, attracted many 
people seeking employment, those learning skills, and was populated 
by industrial workers, labourers and garrison forces, it was not able 
to boast a large proportion of family people. Of males aged over 16 
years, only 49.5 per cent were married and only 41.4 per cent of 
females (T.S.K.b, 1903-.XV) .
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The majority of males aged less than 30 were unmarried, but of 
those in the 30-39 year age group 75 per cent were married and this 
rises to 80 per cent in the 40-49 year age group. In Moscow almost 
50 per cent of males were married by age 30 but the difference 
disappears by age group 40-49. See Table 5.9.
The proportion of widowers in the ages above 50 increase while 
the proportion of batchelors decline with age, but even in age group 
40-49 over 1/7 were batchelors. Of the female population more than 
half were single at age group 20-29 and the highest proportion married 
was found in the 30-39 age group (59.9 per cent). The situation 
among Moscow females was slightly different, 53.9 per cent of whom 
married in the 20-29 age group.
The higher proportion of males married in the over 30 ages cannot 
be attributed to the late age at marriage, as during the year 30 
per cent of males were marrying before age 25, 33 per cent at ages 
26-30, that is, only 37 per cent of grooms were aged over 30 (T.S.K.b, 
1903:XVII). A comparison of age at marriage in other European capitals, 
for example, Paris, shows that 20 per cent of males were married 
before age 25, 38 per cent at ages 26-30, thus leaving 42 per cent to 
be married after age 30. A more contrasting example is Berlin, where 
marriages take place at later ages: 1.4 per cent of males married
before age 25, 12.6 per cent at ages 26-30, and so 86.5 per cent did 
not marry until after age 30.
To find why there were more married males in the over 30 ages 
one must look to the extent of in-migration to the capital. Although 
St Petersburg attracted mainly young people, it also received the more 
mature but in less significant numbers. Both groups migrated in order 
to increase income or improve education, the first for themselves, and 
the latter for their children. Since the more mature migrants tended 
to be married, it was they who increased the proportion married at 
ages over 30. The younger people who married in St Petersburg, in 
many cases left the capital for the provinces, thereby reducing the 
proportion married in the younger ages.
The female age at marriage was low, with 30 per cent marrying 
aged less than 20, 35 per cent aged 20-25 and 19 per cent aged 26-30 
(T.S.K.b, 1903:XVIII). Compared with 49 per cent marrying at ages 
less than 25 in Paris and only 8.5 per cent in Berlin, the figure of 
65 per cent in St Petersburg is exceptionally high.
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TABLE 5.9 ; MARITAL STATUS BY AGE GROUP, ST PETERSBURG, MOSCOW : 1897 CENSUS
Age Group Single Married Widowed Divorced Unknown Total
ST PETERSBURG
MALES
15-19 93.6 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0
20-29 62.7 36.3 0.5 0.0 0.2 100.0
30-39 23.7 73.8 2.0 0.2 0.3 100.0
40-49 14.3 80.3 4.8 0.4 0.2 100.0
501- 11.5 72.1 16.0 0.5 0.2 100.0
U’vknown 40.3 37.4 2.0 0.6 19.7 100.0
Total. 47.3 49.5 2.9 0.1 0.2 100.0
FEMALES
15-19 93.4 6.4 0.1 0.0 0.1 100.0
20-29 51.1 45.7 2.8 0.2 0.2 100.0
30-39 27.8 59.9 11.6 0.5 0.2 100.0
40-49 21.9 51.7 25.7 0.5 0.2 100.0
50 ^ 18.8 28.7 55.9 0.5 0.3 100.0
Unknown 37.7 37.3 18.4 0.4 6.2 100.0
Total 39.7 41.4 18.4 0.3 0.2 100.0
15-19
20-29
30-39
40-49
50+
Unknown
96.4
47.6 
16.2
10.6 
9.9
35.5
3.6
51.6 
81.5 
83.8
71.7 
42.4
MOSCOW
MALES
0.0
0.5
1.9 
5.1
17.9
2.9
0.0
0.2
0.2
0.3
0.3
14.0
0.0
0.1
0.2
0.2
0.2
5.2
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
Total 39.7 57.0 3.1 0.2 0.2 100.0
FEMALES
15-19 83.6 11.2 0.2 0.2 0.0 100.0
20-29 41.1 53.9 14.7 0.2 0.1 100.0
30-39 23.1 60.6 15.3 0.2 0.3 100.0
40-49 17.3 50.4 31.7 0.3 0.3 100.0
50+ 17.0 24.0 50.4 0.4 0.2 100.0
Unknown 24.4 40.6 16.n 10.5 7.7 100.0
Total 34.2 43.7 21.7 0.2 0.2 100.0
, 1903: 
, 1904:
Source: T.S.K.b 
T.S.K.a
xv i 
xxi
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The proportion of single men was higher in St Petersburg 
(47.3 per cent) than in Berlin (44.1 per cent), Moscow (39.7 per cent) 
or London (36.6 per cent), but the proportion of single females does 
not vary significantly - 39.7 per cent in St Petersburg compared with 
39.9 per cent in Berlin and 35.8 per cent in London. The proportion 
of married males is lower than in either Berlin, Moscow or London:
49.5 per cent opposed to 52.4, 57.0 and 57.9 per cent respectively, 
while that of married females is also lower (41.4 per cent) than say 
London, 51.4 per cent.
Marital status in Moscow is of a different character to that in 
St Petersburg. Males aged over 15 years are 39.7 per cent single and 
34.2 per cent of females are single. Between 1871, 1882 and 1897 
Censuses there was a gradual decline in proportions single: from
50.6 to 50.3 to 40.0 per cent among males and from 47.1 to 47.0 to
34.6 per cent among females (T.S.K.a, 1904:XVIII) . The proportion
single at younger ages gradually increased and the proportion married 
declined, with a reverse trend at older ages, thus indicating a rise 
in the age at marriage.
Both Berlin and London have a significantly lower proportion of 
widows (12.8 and 12.9 per cent), whereas St Petersburg had 18.4 
per cent (T.S.K.b, 190 3:XVII) . The much higher proportion of widows 
than widowers, for example, while over half the females over 50 years 
of age were widows, the corresponding figure for males was only 16 per 
cent, is due to two reasons. Firstly, the wives outlive the husbands 
as they are usually younger and the female expectation of life is 
higher, and secondly, because the widows tend to remain as such while 
the widowers remarry. Moscow had an even greater proportion of 
widows, 21.7 per cent.
The number of divorced persons was fairly small, due principally 
to the fact that the majority of the population belonged to the 
Russian Orthodox or Roman Catholic faiths, both of which make it 
extremely difficult to obtain a'divorce, and, as church marriages were 
by far the most common, divorce was very much dependent on church law. 
The proportion of divorced males was less than females for the reason 
given in the Census that, in the majority of cases it was the husband 
who initiated the divorce with a view to replacing his wife with one 
whom he promptly married (T.S.K.b, 1903:XVI).
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The size of household data presented below shows that the 
majority (79.4 per cent) consisted of members related to each other, 
with an average of 7.6 persons, of whom 4.5 were family members. The 
next table shows that a greater proportion (55.5 per cent) of
TABLE 5.10 : AVERAGE NUMBER OF PERSONS PER HOUSEHOLD TYPE,
ST PETERSBURG : 1897 CENSUS
Household Type Number Per cent Number of Persons
Members related 
Single person
127,734
21,686
79.4
13.5
7.6
Members unrelated 10,483 6.5 12.3
Institutions 973 0.6 87.8
Total 160,876 100.0 7.8
Source; T.S.K.b, 1903: XXXI.
unrelated households in Moscow consisted of 11 or more persons, but 
only 34.5 per cent in St Petersburg. However, related households 
follow a similar pattern for both cities.
TABLE 5.11 : NUMBER OF PERSONS PER HOUSEHOLD, ST PETERSBURG AND
MOSCOW : 1897 CENSUS
St Petersburg Moscow
No. of persons Related Unrelated Related Unrelated
Persons Persons Persons Persons
(%) (%) (%) (%)
2 24.0 22.1
3 21.6 20.7
4 19.0 18.5
5 14.3 14.6
2-5 78.9 41.5 75.9 32.8
6-10 20.6 24.0 23.1 21.7
11+ 0.5 34.5 1.0 55.5
11-20 19.8 19.2
21-50 12.3 17.8
51+ 2.4 18.5
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Source: T.S.K.b, 1903: XXXI-XXXII.
T.S.K.a, 1904: XXXII-XXXVIII
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The dependency rate or in this case the rate of independence is 
defined as those persons who are independently earning an income and 
the dependents are those persons who gain from them, such as their 
family members (T.S.K.b, 1903:XXV). It is noted from the figures 
below, that almost half the female population have an independent 
income, thus enabling them to some extent to exist without help from 
males. However, in the surrounding suburbs these conditions change 
and take on a more provincial character.
City districts 
Suburbs
Total
Males Females
496,061 (80.1%) 
58,892 (76.1%)
554,952 (80.1%)
247,558 (48.1%) 
17,421 (30.4%)
264,979 (46.3%)
By far the most important religion is the Russian Orthodox 
(about 85 per cent), followed by Protestant. The major religious 
groups are shown below.
TABLE 5.12 ; POPULATION BY RELIGION, ST PETERSBURG, CITY DISTRICTS ;
1897 CENSUS
Religion Males%
Females
%
Orthodox 85.4 84.4
Old Believers 0.7 0.7
Armeno-Gregorian and Catholic 0.1 0.0
Roman Catholic 4.8 3.6
Protestant 7.0 9.6
Jewish and Karaim 1.4 1.5
Moslem 0.6 0.2
Other 0.0 0.0
100.0 100.0
Source: T.S.K.b, 1903: XXIV.
The literacy rate declines with increasing age and is lower 
among females, particularly at the older ages. This is evident from 
Table 5.13 and is probably due to better education facilities in the 
city which benefit the younger generation. A look at a similar table 
for Moscow reveals that the proportion literate is markedly higher in 
the capital, especially among females. The average for Moscow males 
is 66.9 per cent and 42.3 per cent for females, while it is 71.8 and
TABLE 5.13 : LITERACY BY AGE GROUP, ST PETERSBURG : 1897 CENSUS
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Age Group Males(%)
Females
(%)
0-10 14.8 14.2
10-19 89.7 81.2
20-29 80.2 61.9
30-39 77.9 52.8
40-49 74.2 48.2
50-59 73.5 47.5
60+ 74.6 44.5
Unknown 67.4 52.0
Total 71.8 51.5
Source: T.S.K.b, 1903: XIX.
TABLE 5.14 : LITERACY BY AGE, MOSCOW : 1882 AND 1897 CENSUSES
Age Group
1882 Census 1897 Census
Males
(%)
Females
(%)
Males
(%)
Females
(%)
0-10 18.8 16.2 14.0 13.1
10-19 66.5 61.0 85.4 71.3
20-29 58.5 41.7 74.6 51.4
30-39 56.8 32.3 69.4 41.6
40-49 53.8 29.1 63.1 35.0
50-59 51.6 27.6 61.1 33.0
60+ 52.8 27.1 62.2 33.1
Unknown 42.8 23.2 62.2 36.0
Total 55.0 35.9 66.9 42.3
Source: T.S.K.b, 1903: XXII.
51.5 per cent in St Petersburg. When the 1897 figures for Moscow are 
further compared with the 1882 Census, it is observed that there was 
a 12.8 per cent increase in the proportion of literate males and a 
7.2 per cent increase among females. In the 10-19 age group the 
increase was 19.6 per cent among males. The opening of a large number 
of public schools seems to be the reason for the large increase and 
the accompanying transfer of emphasis away from education in the home.
A class breakdown of literacy brings out the difference between 
various groups, with the peasants and especially the females, having 
the lowest proportion literate. The dvorianstvo, clergy and foreign
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citizens were almost 90 per cent literate among both sexes.
TABLE 5.15 ; LITERACY BY CLASS, ST PETERSBURG : 1897 CENSUS
Class Males(%)
Females
(%)
Dvorianstvo 89.5 89.4
Clergy 89.6 85.3
City classes 78.5 64.0
Peasants 66.7 32.4
Other 70.2 55.9
Finnish citizens 79.5 79.0
Foreign citizens 86.1 87.0
Source; T.S.K.b, 1903: XX.
Despite the increase in the proportion of females, the males 
continued to predominate in 1910 due to most migrants being males in 
the 20-40 ages, who together with females in this age group, accounted 
for 45 per cent of the 1910 population, a proportion little different 
to that of 1869. Urbanisation does not appear to have altered the 
demographic structure nor the seasonal patterns of migration. Between 
December 1888 and July 1889 the population varied by 183,000, as 
anyone who could leave St Petersburg in the summer did so (Bater, 
1976:313).
Although mortality declined from around 40 per 1,000 in the 1860s 
to 25 in 1890, infectious diseases such as consumption and pneumonia 
were responsible for the greatest number of deaths (Entsiklopedichesky 
Slovar, vol. LVI, 1900:317). The British Consul reported that there 
were 3,553 deaths from cholera between 6 September and 31 December 1908, 
since no measures had been taken after the previous cholera visitation 
in 1895 to prevent its recurrence. He draws a comparison with Moscow, 
where the water supply had been improved, with the result that the
dC£X.-tlr\£
average annual Mumbai «5/yfrom typhoid during the period 1892-1905 was 
only 140-240 ^and in St Petersburg 650-1,000 (Bater, 1976:351).
As with cholera and typhoid, it was the lower classes which were 
affected by typhus. Around 1900 there were 165 cases of typhus per 
10,000 population, but only 21 per 10,000 in Moscow and 13 in Warsaw.
In 1908 more deaths from typhus occurred in St Petersburg than in all 
German cities together (Bater, 1976, 351). Between 1886 and 1895
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infectious diseases accounted for 38 per cent of all deaths, 
escalating to 47 per cent in 1908 (Entsiklopedichesky Slovar, vol.
LVI, 1900:317). The municipal authorities continued to dither around 
doing nothing constructive to alleviate the causes.
The housing situation had not changed since 1869, in fact, there 
were more people per apartment in 1906: 7.4 compared with 7.0, and
the quality of housing was just as bad (Bater, 1976:329). Decentralis­
ation was not occurring at a pace anywhere near that of other European 
capitals, possibly because the transport system was only for those 
with time and money, therefore density of population could only 
increase.
The conditions of work in factories would make Dickensian 
factories look good, and many slept in the unhealthy places where 
they worked. The labour legislation of 1895 had set 11.5 hours as 
the maximum working day, but most worked much more than this, apart 
from the fact that the law was not enforced. And so, on the eve 
of the First World War, St Petersburg was ready to burst at the 
seams.
The 1910 Census of St Petersburg provides gubernia-of-origin 
data. Bater uses a gravity model approach to show that a widening of 
the migrant intake area had occurred since 1869 and Table 5.16 presents 
the difference between 1869 and 1910. Rowland, on the basis of the 
1897 Census asserts that the low relationship between urban in- 
migration and industrialisation reflects the fact that there was a 
low relationship between urbanisation and industrialisation in late 
nineteenth century Russia. The case of St Petersburg would agree with 
the assertion, as the push factor of the countryside was probably of 
greater significance than the pull factor of the city.
One final feature of the population of St Petersburg remains to 
be discussed and that is the social-class structure, a topic close to 
the heart of Soviet demographers, who regard it as the most important 
element of demography. The most obvious change was the growth of the 
peasant class from 35.5 per cent in 1843 to 68.8 per cent in 1910.
The class structure of the population is very interesting and provides 
enough information for another thesis.
With peasants forming such a large portion of the population it 
is little wonder that the city experienced numerous social, political
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TABLE 5.16 : PRINCIPAL GUBERNIA OF ORIGIN FOR PEASANT MIGRANTS
IN THE CITY : 1869 AND 1910
Gubernia Number of peasants
1869
Yaroslavl 45,180
Tver 34,402
St Petersburg 27,012
Novgorod 18,254
Kostroma 12,530
Pskov 8,168
Ryazan 7,361
Moscow 6,925
Smolensk 6,314
Vitebsk 5,476
1910
Tver 165,667
Yaroslavl 105,960
Novgorod 69,540
Pskov 67,203
St Petersburg 59,355
Ryazan 39,948
Vitebsk 36,895
Kostroma 31,197
Smolensk 30,814
Kaluga 17,588
Source: Bater, 1976, p.304.
and economic problems, not unlike those experienced by cities in 
contemporary developing countries. The effect of the increase in 
peasant population by six times or over one million persons in a 
period of 41 years, 1869-1910 on the city's resources was that the 
city could not keep up with demand for housing, water and sewerage 
facilities, let alone improve the standard of living. The presence 
of a category which had not fully adapted to the urban environment and 
which found it difficult to forsake its culture was not conducive to 
modernisation, and in fact, was probably a retarding element. It is 
unfortunate that the meschane category declined in proportion, 
although it more than doubled in number, for the city would have 
benefited from a boost in the middle class component, which is 
absent from most developing countries.
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This study has sought to outline the complexities of population 
change in Russia and to account for such changes in terms of socio­
economic, political, and cultural factors involved in the development 
of Russian society. The entangled relationship between Russian 
society and those of Europe and Asia was irrelevant because Russian 
society evolved in a manner and on a time scale differing markedly 
from European and Asian societies. The peculiarities of Russian 
society make it pointless to consider it a barbarous appendage of 
Europe or as a blend of East and West. The population has exhibited 
particular patterns and trends, which are generally regarded as 
symptoms of a culturally backward nation, but in fact, pertain to the 
unique combination of conditions present in Russia.
The population of Russia over the past thousand or so years of 
recorded history grew from around three million in 900 A.D. to 158 
million in 1914, despite countless impediments. While it is not 
argued here that calamitous events are the principal restraints on 
the growth of population, nevertheless, factors such as natural 
disasters, harvest failures, diseases and warfare acted either directly 
or indirectly, as significant checks on population growth in Russia.
A population can, of course, make up the losses from unfavourable 
events given a little time, but it appears that the above factors 
rarely vanished for a period long enough to do more than just make up 
the losses in earlier times. It was only after the seventeenth 
century that population began to experience solid growth.
In studying population in Russia, the conventional perspective on 
Russian history has emerged as the most plausible. The overall 
impression is that the conditions of life were relatively good in the 
Kievan era, but then began deteriorating with increasing internal 
disorder and subjugation under the Mongol Yoke, which was subsequently 
replaced by the gradual enserfment of the peasant population by the 
State and its supporters - the Church, the military and the gentry.
The loss of freedom to move both in distance and social position, to 
worship when one wished, to marry whom and when one liked, and to work 
in a particular occupation or place, had demographic implications, for 
example, maintenance of a rigid class structure and unskilled labour 
force, universal marriage and a low age at marriage, high birth rates, 
and rural to urban migration control.
Russian society evolved in several stages beginning with possibly 
a matriarchal system in the earliest times. However, by the sixth
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century A.D. the Eastern Slavic clans were organised on a patriarchal 
system into tribes. The individual household, which probably 
consisted of several generations, began to predominate in the eighth 
century. The domination of one tribe over a number of others in the 
ninth century marked the emergence of Kievan Russia, a period which 
Russian historians and Russians generally regard as unique and which 
has survived in traditions despite the subsequent thousand years.
The majority of the population in that time were free peasants with 
their own culture and were basically rural. A significant middle 
class was present in the numerous towns, which resulted from the 
development of trade and agriculture. A small upper class occupied 
the highest rung of the social structure, and the position of women in 
the society was that of a necessary and valued source of labour. The 
appearance of Christianity at the end of the tenth century initially 
affected only the upper and middle classes, but eventually the Church 
became a serious impediment to progress, both social and economic.
The Church itself in later centuries was a large landowner, exploiting 
its serfs and acting as an arm of the law in support of the status quo.
The onslaught of the Mongols in the mid-thirteenth century 
disrupted the established order and speeded Russia on to feudalism.
The population increased from around three million in 900 A.D. to 
about seven million on the eve of the invasion, and the centre of 
economic activity had moved to the north-east in response to the 
population movement in that direction. The precarious conditions of 
life during the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries depressed 
population growth and made the peasants more dependent on money­
lenders and landlords. With the emergence of Moscow as the seat of 
power in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, the top of the social 
scale went to the Czar who supported the expansion of serfdom. The 
majority of peasants were bonded to a landlord (either the State,
Church or gentry) and were progressively deprived of any rights.
Massive loss of population through outmigration (desertion) was the 
outcome of the situation.
The recipients of population were the areas on the eastern and 
southern frontiers, as well as the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and Poland, 
which had carved out a sizeable slice of former Russian territory, 
redeemed only in the sixteenth century. The social hierarchy 
established in the mid-seventeenth century endured up to the nineteenth 
century although it was threatened by many rebellions and uprisings.
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The archaic feudal structure inhibited economic development at a time 
when Europe was pushing ahead with industrial growth and urbanisation. 
The type of regime which emerged in Russia between the twelfth and 
seventeenth centuries has been described as patrimonial monarchy, a 
system which survived to the present in a modified form (Pipes, 1977: 
24). Although Peter the Great made use of feudal institutions to 
pursue his goals of modernisation, he did not see that these 
institutions would act as a barrier to the diffusion of innovations in 
the long run. The conservative elements in the society, namely the 
nobility, the Church, the landowners, and their powerful military 
support, combined to uphold the establishment at all costs, even 
demographic costs such as the continued maintenance of high mortality 
and morbidity. The typical peasant was in poor health, living in a 
tiny hovel crowded in winter with animals, infested with vermin, and 
on a diet of bread, porridge, cabbage and potatoes. 'In years of 
good or average harvests he managed, but disaster hit him all too 
often' (Milward and Saul, 1977:376). At all events, it became 
progressively more difficult to ignore the need for reform, especially 
in the light of social and economic developments in Europe and North 
America.
Serfdom was formally abolished in 1861, whereupon Russia entered 
a period of relative economic development and social change. It was 
unfortunate that the State compromised in favour of the landowners in 
negotiating the terms of emancipation and that valuable time was 
wasted before some attempt was made to remedy the situation. By the 
time practical development policies were implemented, Russia was 
about to set foot in the twentieth century. Meanwhile, the social 
structure remained the same, with the exception of the serf category 
which merged with the general peasantry. It was also the end of the 
nineteenth century when reforms in the areas of health and education 
were recognised as essential for economic development. Some decline 
in mortality can be noted at the end of the nineteenth century and is 
probably related to agrarian reforms, efforts to eradicate diseases 
and general improvements to conditions of life.
Throughout the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries Siberia 
remained as an example of what Russian society could have achieved.
The absence of serfdom and a complex social hierarchy permitted 
economic expansion on the basis of private initiative. The average 
peasant was economically better off than in European Russia, as well
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as being free from many of the traditional constraints. The rate of 
population growth was high, not only as a result of in-migration but 
also due to an impressive natural increase prompted by the availability 
of better food, the isolation from some diseases, the need for labour, 
and the availability of land.
The Russia of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries 
appears to have much in common with many of today's developing 
countries. Of course, differences in cultural background, size of 
territory, availability of resources, environment, advances in 
technology and access to foreign aid make it difficult to compare 
Imperial Russia with individual developing countries and at first 
glance it seems ludicrous to do so even for the developing world over­
all. Yet, despite the fact that so many aspects of development in 
Russia are not comparable to those in contemporary developing countries, 
certain common factors exist.
Although Russia is usually compared to Europe, it may be more 
meaningful in this case to transfer the gaze to the developing world. 
Economic development in Western Europe was closely related to 
industrialisation in which countries such as England and Germany led 
the way. Relative to Europe, Russia was a developing country in this 
respect, for the structure of Russian society, the vast distances, and 
the problems of capital accumulation impeded the swift diffusion of 
technical innovation and change.
The social structure in Imperial Russia was characterised by a 
sea of peasants, as are the majority of developing countries, but 
where a small proportion of the population controls the resources and 
economy. Attempts at the reallocation of resources through policies 
of land reform accompanied by half-hearted attempts at reform in the 
areas of education, health and law have little chance of success unless 
it is the beneficiaries of these reforms who negotiate and implement 
the policies. As discussed in the study, reform in Russia was a case 
of too little, too late. After centuries of struggle against serfdom, 
the Russian peasant found that the State had manoeuvred to the land- 
owners' gain, a feature not uncommon in developing countries, for 
example, Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Mexico and Peru, and for that matter, 
countries of Southern Europe. Feudalism survived in Southern Italy 
until very recently in fact, if not in a legal sense (Livi-Bacci, 
1977:287). Portugal, in 1960, was still only 14-19 per cent urban,
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outside the Lisbon area, and the whole economy continues to be based 
on agriculture (Livi-Bacci, 1971:102,104). It is beyond the 
boundaries of this study to examine theories of economic development 
and to speculate which would have been most appropriate in the case 
of Russia, a country that provides a good example of what may be 
described as mismanaged development with the result that real social, 
political and economic change occurred via a process of revolution.
As for the demographic revolution, it was not clearly visible in a 
Western sense until at least 1 9 4 0 5 .
The city of St Petersburg exhibited conditions comparable to that 
in cities of the developing world. The shortage of housing and the 
deteriorating living conditions were the result of a large influx of 
people from rural areas, who found it impossible to save and whom the 
city found a social and financial burden to house. Although squatter 
settlements were absent, the migrants lived in crowded attics and 
cellars or literally on the job at the factory. The seasonal nature 
of work offered less incentive to establishing any kind of permanent 
home in the city, for the migrants frequently returned to the village 
at harvest time. This is common in Indonesia, for example, where the 
rural population moves between the rural and urban sectors to avoid the 
lack of job opportunities in agriculture (Soehartadji, 1978:102). In 
Southern Italy, the higher mobility and short-term residence of a 
large segment of the population was one factor leading to lower 
marital fertility in the urban area, as the mother periodically 
returned to the community of origin for delivering babies (Livi-Bacci, 
1977:138). The larger cities tend to attract migrants, for instance, 
Jakarta in Indonesia, Calcutta in north-east India, Lagos in southern 
Nigeria, and Moscow, St Petersburg and Odessa in Imperial Russia.
These major cities show some degree of regional primacy and rural- 
urban migrants tend to by-pass smaller towns for the opportunities 
and variety of employment offered by the larger cities, particularly 
if the migrant travels long distances (Ravenstein, 1885:198). Since 
the majority of migrants are peasants with few skills, there is much 
hidden unemployment as the peasants take up employment in domestic 
service, menial labour or petty trading.
Although the contribution of rural to urban migration to the 
growth of population in cities has recently declined in favour of 
natural increase, examples such as Jakarta show that it was once
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considerably high$»(Ardjoboesono, 1978:66). In 1971, 36.7 per cent 
of the Indonesian-born Jakarta population constituted net lifetime 
migrants. Similar situations have been reported for many cities in 
Asia, Africa and Latin America (McGee, 1971:52-53). The migrants are 
concentrated in the younger ages and frequently there are more males 
than females as in the case of Colombo in the peak age group 15-29 
(Siddhisena, 1979:79). This is one factor leading to generally lower 
fertility in urban areas than in the rural regions such as occurs in 
Guyana (Singh, 1979:111). Another factor is the later age at first 
marriage and the slower tempo with which marriages take place in urban 
areas, although marriage is almost universal in a country like 
Bangladesh and there is a short time span during which most marriages 
take place (Shahidullah, 1979:89).
Russia covers an enormous area, but the environmental conditions 
limit the habitable area. Some parts of the country therefore 
remained sparsely populated while others such as the Central 
Agricultural region were densely settled and even overpopulated. As 
new areas like New Russia and Siberia were opened up for settlement, 
the State encouraged and even forced emigration from the densely 
settled area into the new lands to the south and east. Trans­
migration has also recently been employed in Indonesia to resettle 
people from overcrowded Java to Sumatra. A recent study of migration 
to South Sumatra found that transmigration has been especially 
important for rural development and even encouraged spontaneous 
migration (Husin, 1978:37). Moreover, the high pressure of population 
density in an area operates as a push factor since Java no longer 
provides enough opportunity for improving the standard of living;
nor could the Central Agricultural region of Russia. Migration 
probably carried away the younger elements of the society who were more 
receptive to change, thereby helping to perpetuate the traditional 
behaviour patterns. Livi-Bacci found this to be the case in Southern 
Italy only a few decades ago (1977:282).
The demographic history of Russia offers great scope for research, 
even into periods prior to the nineteenth century for the 'preindustrial 
demographic history of no other major European society has been 
relatively so little studied and evaluated' (Czap, 1977:135). This 
study has merely touched on the complex interrelation of variables 
which produced certain demographic consequences. It is hoped that the
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approach from an overall historical perspective may have revealed 
some elements invisible to studies concentrating on a small area, 
specific variable or narrow time span, or operating within the 
confines of infinite ever-changing theories and models.
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Appendix 1.1
Moisture, Temperature and Terrain
Source: Mellor, 1964:177.
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Appendix 2.1
The Advance of the Earliest Agriculturalists (plain arrows) 
in Easten Europe, and of their Contribution to Spreading 
the Knowledge of Pottery (broken lines).
Continuous hatching: the area of the earliest agriculture in Western Asia; 
Small hatched areas: the earliest (primary) agricultural communities in 
Eastern Europe and in Soviet Central Asia. ______
Source : Sulimirski, 1970:
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Appendix 2.2
Eastern Europe c. 1700 B.C.
500 km.
45© I
XXOT
Arrows mark the presumed expansions or spread of influence 
hatching in the southwest part denotes the area of the 
Eastern Globular Amphora Culture.
Source : Sulimirski, 1970: 152.
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Appendix 2.3
Eastern Europe c. 1200 B.C.
500 km.
VI1
XXI ^
(I) Chcs-Tyi-Iag group; (II) Late Gorbunov«» culture; (III)  Late White 
Sea culture; (IV) Late Karelian culture; (Y) Late Kargopol culture; 
(VI) ‘Textile pottery’ groups; (VII) Late Ralakhna-Volosovo culture; 
(VII I)  Pozdniakovo culture; (IX) Galich (Seiina) culture;  (X) Late 
Turbino culture; (XI) Balanovo-Abashevo territory; (XII)  Late Kazan 
cu l ture ; (XI I I )  Balanbash (Abashcvo) g ro u p ; (X IN’) Andronov«* cul ture;
Source : Sulimirski, 1970: 318.
-17
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Appendix 2.4
Peoples of Siberia in the Seventeeth Century
Source : Lantzeff and Pierce, 1973: 15.
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Regions and Gubernia of Russia : 18th Century
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The North-Northwest Region
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Appendix 3.3
The Central-Black Earth Region
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Appendix 3.6
List of Gubernias Referred to by Numbers in 
Figures 3-3, 3.7, and 4.7.
1 M o s c o w 31 M o g i l e v
2 V l a d i m i r 3 2 M i n s k
3 K a l u g a 33 V i l n o
4 Y a r o s l a v l 3 4 G r o d n o
5 K o s t r o m a 35 B c lo s to k
6 N i z h n i y  N o v g o r o d 3 6 V y b o r g
7 T v e r 37 L i f l a n d  ( L i v o n i a )
8 V o r o n e z h 3 8 E s t l a n d
9 R y a z a n 39 K u r l a n d
10 T a m b o v 4 0 K h a r k o v
11 O r e l 41 C h e r n i g o v
12 K u r s k 4 2 P o l t a v a
13 T u l a 43 K i e v
14 A r c h a n g e l 4 4 V o l y n i a
15 Y o l o d k a 45 P o d o l s k
16 P e t e r s b u r g 4 6 Y e k a t e r i n o s l a v
17 N o v g o r o d 47 K h e r s o n
18 O l o n e t s 48 T a u r i a
19 P s k o v 4 9 C o s s a c k s  o f  t h e  D o n
2 0 K a z a n 50 C o s s a c k s  o f  t h e  B la c k  S e a
21 P e n z a 51 B e s s a r a b i a
2 2 S i m b i r s k 5 2 Y e k a t c r i n o d a r
23 S a r a t o v 53 S u k h u m
2 3 ( a ) S a m a r a 54 V l a d i k a v k a z
2 4 A s t r a k h a n 55 B a t u m
25 C a u c a s u s 56 T i f l i s
2 6 V y a t k a 57 T c m i r - K h a n - S h u r a
2 7 P e r m 58 K a r s
28 O r e n b u r g 59 Y e r e v a n
2 8 ( a ) U f a 60 Y e l i z a v e t p o l
2 9 S m o l e n s k 61 B a k u
30 V i t e b s k 6 2 N o v o r o s s i y s k
Appendix 4.1
Provinces of European Russia, 1897
Provinces of European Russia. 1897
1. Arch an pel 14. Kazan 27. Olonets 40. Smolensk
2. Astrakhan 15. Kaluga 28. Oicubing. 41.  Tasrida
3. Bessarabia 19. Kiev 29. Orel 4 2. Tambov
4. V ilna 17. Kovno 30. Penza 43. Tver
5. Vitebsk IS.  Kostroma 31.  Perm 44. Pula
6. V ladim ii 1 9. Kurland 32. Ptodolsk 4 5. Ufa
7. Vologda 20. Kursk 3 3. [ V l t a v a 46. Kharkov
8. Volhynia 21. Livonia 34. P'skov 47. Kherson
9. Voronezh 32. Minsk 35. Rsazan 48. Chernigov
10. Vyatka 23. Mogilev 36. Samara 49. Estonia
11. Grodno 24. Moscow 37. St . Petersburg 50. Yaroslavl
12. r3.ni 25. Nizhni Novgorod 38. S.Oatov
13. I k a t e r i n o s l a v 26. Novgorod 39. Si mbir.sk
Source: Coale et al., 1979: XXVI.
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Key to Administrative Divisions
(G— gubern iia  Ob— oblast Ok— okrug U— uezd)
GRAND DUCHY OF FINLAND 67. Don Ob 89. Khiva
1. U lcoborg G 68. Astrakhan G 90. Bukhara
2. Vasa G CAUCASUS SIBERIA
3. Kuopio G 69. Kuban Ob 91. Tobolsk G
4. A bo -3 jo rncbo rg G 70. Stavropo G 91a. Berezov U
5. Tavastchus G 71. Terek Ob 91b. Turinsk U
6. St. M ichel G 72. Block Sea Ob 91c. Tobolsk U
7. Ny lond G 73. Kutais G 91d. Surgut U
8 . V iborg G 74. T iflis G 91e. la lu to rovsk U
VISTULA PROVINCES 75. Daghestcn Ob 9 I f .  Tiumen U
9. Suwalki G 76. Kars Ob 91g. Kurgan U
10. Lomza G 77. Elizavetpol G 91h. Ishim U
11. Plock G 78. Erivori G 91). Tara U
12. W arsaw G 79. Boku G 91k. T iuka llnsk U
13. Kalisz G CENTRAL ASIA 92. Tomsk G
14. P iotrkow G 80. Uralsk Ob 92a. Tomsk U
15. Sicdlce G 80a. Urclsk U 92b. Kainsk U
16. Radom G 80b. Lbishchensk U 92c. Barnaul u
17. Kielce G 80c. Guriev U 92d. Kuznetsk u
18. Lub lin G 80d. Temir U 92e. Zm einogorsk u
EUROPEAN RUSSIA 81. Turgai Ob 92 f. Biisk u
19. Estland G 81a. Ku itana l U 92g. M arlinsk u
20. L ifla n d G 81b. Irgiz U 93. Yeniseisk G
21. K urland G 81c. Turgai U 93a. Yeniseisk U
22. Kovno G 8 Id. Aktiub insk U 93b. A chinsk U
23. V ilna G 82. Akmolin-.k Ob 93c. Krasnolarsk u
24. Grodno G 82g. Petropavlovsk U 93d. M inusinsk u
25. M insk G 82b. Kokchetav U 93e. Kansk u
26. V o lhyn ia G 82c. Omsk U 93f. Usinsk
27. Podolia G 82d. Atbasar U fro n tie r region
28. Bessarabia G 82e. Akrnolinsk U 94. Irku tsk G
29. Kherson G 83. Semipolotinsk Ob 94a. Kirensk u
30. Kiev G 83a. Povlodar U 94b. N izhneudinsk U
31. M ogilev G 83b. SeimpolatiHsk U 94c. Bolagansk U
32. V itebsk G 83c. Karkorolin'sk U 94d. Verkholensk u
33. Pskov G 83d, Ust-Kamerio- 94e. Irku tsk u
34. St. Petersburg G gorsk U 95. Y akutsk Ob
35. Olonets G 83e. Zaisan U 95a. V erkhoiansk Ok
36. N ovgorod G 84. Transcaspian Ob 95b. Kolym sk Ok
37. Tver G 84a. Mangyshloksk. U 95c. V iliu is k Ok
38. Smolensk G 84b. Kmsno'vod'sk U 95d. Y aku tsk Ok
39. Kaluga G 84c. Ashkhabad U 95e. O lekm insk Ok
40. Orel G 84d. Tcdzhem U 96. M a ritim o Ob
4 1. Chern igov G 84e. M.erv U 96a. N iko lacvsk U
42. Kursk G 85. Syr Daria Ob 96b. Khabarovsk U
43. Poltava G 85a. Kozolinsk U 96c. O lg insk U
44. K harkov G 85b. PeiovslK U 96d. Imonsk U
45. Ekatcrinos lav G 85c. Chimkent U 96e. N ik o h k -
46. T aurido G 85d. Auiieollinslk U Ussuriisky U
47. Voronezh G 85e. Tashkent U 97. T ransba ika lia Ob
48. Tam bov G 85f. Amu Dioria otdei 97a. Barguzin U
49. Tula G 86. Semircchcnslk Ob 97b. Selenginsk U
50. R iazan G 86a. Lepsir.sk U 97c. V erkhneu-
51. Moscow G 86b. Kopal U dinsk U
52. V la d im ir G 86c. Vernyl U 97d. C hita U
53. Y aroslavl G 86d Pishpelk U 97e. Nerchinsk U
54. Kostrom a G 86e. Dzharkvcnt u 97 f. Nerchinsko-
55. Vologda G 86f. Przhevrolsk'. u zavod U
56. A rkhange lsk G 87. Samarkand Ob 97g. T ro itskosavsk u
57. V ia tk a G 87a. Katta-IKurcgan U 97h. Aksha u
59. Perm G 87b. Somorkoncd U 99. A m ur Ob
59. N izhny Novgorod G 87c. Dzhizolk U 99. Kam chatka Ob
60. Kazan G 87d. Khodztnentt U 99a. C hukotsk U
61. U fa G 88. Fergana Ob 99b. Anadyrsk U
62. Orenburg G 88a. Namagjan U 99c. G izhiginsk U
63. Samara G 88b. Kokoncd U 99d. Petropavlovsk U
64. S im birsk G 88c. Andizhoan U 99e. O khotsk U
65. Penza G 88d. Skobeleev U 100. Sakhalin Island
66. Saratov G 88e. Osh U
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Appendix 4.3
Administrative Divisions of Asiatic Russia in 1914
(Source: G. K. Gins, “Administrativnoe i sudebnoe ustroistvo gubernii i 
oblastei Aziatskoi Rossii,” Aziatskaia Rossiia, Vol. 1.)
1. Tobolsk province. Capital, Tobolsk.
Uezds: Tobolsk, Tiumensk, Ialutorovsk, Kurgansk, Ishimsk, Tiuka- 
linsk, Tarsk, Turinsk, Berezovsk, and Surgutsk.
2. Tomsk province. Capital, Tomsk.
Uezds: Tomsk, Kainsk, Kuznetsk, Barnaulsk, Biisk, Mariinsk, and 
Zmeinogorsk.
3. Governor-Generalship of Irkutsk. Capital, Irkutsk.
a. Yeniseisk province. Capital, Krasnoiarsk.
Uezds: Krasnoiarsk, Yeniseisk, Achinsk, Minusinsk, Kansk, and 
Usinsk frontier region.
b. Irkutsk province. Capital, Irkutsk.
Uezds: Irkutsk, Verkholensk, Balagansk, Nizhncudinsk, and 
Kirensk.
c. Transbaikalia region. Capital, Chita.
Uezds: Verkhneudinsk, Barguzinsk, Ncrchinsko-zavodsk, Selen- 
ginsk, Troitskosavsk, Nerchinsk, and Akshinsk.
d. Yakutsk region. Capital, Yakutsk.
Okrugs : Yakutsk, Olekminsk, Viluisk, Verkhoiansk, and Kolymsk.
4. Governor-Generalship of the Amur. Capital, Khabarovsk.
a. Amur region. Capital, Blagoveshchensk. Amur uezd and okrug of 
Amur Cossack host.
b. Maritime region. Capital, Vladivostok. Uezds: Nikofaevsk, Kha­
barovsk, Udsk, Nikolsk-Ussuriisk, Imansk, Olginsk, and okrug 
of Ussuri Cossack host.
c. Kamchatka region. Uezds: Petropavlovsk, Okhotsk, Gizhiginsk, 
Anadyrsk, Chukotsk, and Komandorskie islands.
d. Sakhalin region. Sections ( uchastki) : Aleksandrovsk and
Tymovsk.
5. Governor-Generalship of the Steppe. Capital, Omsk.
a. Akmoiinsk region. Uezds: Omsk, Petropavlovsk, Kokchetavsk, 
Akmolinsk, and Atbasarsk.
b. Semipalatinsk region. Uezds: Semipalatinsk, Pavlodarsk, Kar- 
karalinsk, Ust-Kamenogorsk, and Zaisansk.
6. Governor-Generalship of Turkestan. Capital, Tashkent.
a. Syr Daria region. Amu Daria otdcl and uezds : Kazalinsk, Pcrovsk, 
Chimkentsk, Aulieatinsk, and Tashkentsk.
b. Samarkand region. Uezds: Samarkandsk, Katta-Kurgansk, Kho- 
dzhensk, and Dzhizaksk.
c. Fergana region. Uezds: Kokandsk, Skobelevsk, Andizhansk, 
Namagansk, and Oshsk.
d. Transcaspian region. Uezds: Mangyshlaksk, Krasnovodsk, Ask- 
habadsk, Tedzhensk, and Mervsk.
e. Semircchc region. Uezds: Vernensk, Kopalsk, Lepsinsk, Przhe- 
valsk, Pishpeksk, and Dzharkcntsk.
7. Uralsk region. Uezds: Uralsk, Lbishchensk, Gurievsk, and Temirsk.
8. Turgaisk region. Uezds: Aktiubinsk, Kustanaisk, Irgizsk, and Tur- 
gaisk.
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Appendix 4.4
Russian Settlements in Alaska
Russian Settlements in California
^  ’K- J* Sj m/a Rot*
0 ö S
Rhicbc’kor R^ Sf-ho 
(fUxkf* C ortertL^
KMiramitino* Rracfco
l'M INC (M'h iS
Source: Gibson, 1976, p. 114, p. 5.
208
A ppendix  4 . 5
Example of a Russian Birth Certificate : 1870.
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Appendix 4.6
Proportion Ever-Married at Age 50 and Average Age at 
Marriage (SMAM), Rural Populations of the Republics 
of Russia in the Late 19th Century and Selected West 
European, East European, and Non-European Populations
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